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Current Topics. 


The Reform of the Supreme Court Rules. 

WE COMMENCE to print this week the lecture on Defects in 
the R.S.C. which Master T. WitLes Cuirry delivered recently 
to the Solicitors’ Managing Clerks’ Association. We gave a 
report of the lecture at the time (ante, p. 324), but it was not 
practicable to include details which are of importance for the 
actual consideration of the R.S.C., and we are glad to be able 
to give the lecture in extenso, revised for the purpose by 
Master Cuitiy. We hope it may assist in the reform of the 
rules. 


The Soldiers’ Relief Scheme. 

Tue Courts (Emergency Powers) Amendment Bill has re- 
ceived the Royal Assent, and this gives the relief designed 
for men serving in the Forces so far as legislative provision is 
required. We stated its effect ante, p. 412. The Courts 
(Emergency Powers) Act, 1914, is extended in favour of 
officers and men in the Forces to contracts made since 4th 
August, 1914, but before 11th April last, to which the Act 
dates back ; there is wider power to grant relief; and power is 
given to county courts to determine tenancies. The further 
relief arranged for is by money grants up to a maximum of 
£104 a year, but this appears to be an administrative measure 
only, and we give on another page the details as stated on 
Wednesday in the House of Commons. The official Regula- 
tions have now been published (7%mes, 19th inst.). 


Judicial Committee Appeals. 

A piFFicuLty which has faced the Judicial Committee of 
the Privy Council in many recent cases—see, for example, 
Balmukand  v. Ring-Emperor (1915, A. C. 629)—-is 
illustrated strongly by Dalsing v. The Aing-Emperor 
(Times, 17th inst.). Datsinc was a native of India 
sentenced to death by the sessions judge of Jubbulpore, 
whose sentence was confirmed on 19th April by the 
Judicial Commissioners of the Central Provinces. By 
telegram from India he expressed his intention of appealing 
to the King in Council on the ground that, by “‘ disregard of 
judicial procedure ”’ and “‘ violation of the principles of natural 
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justice,’’ grave and serious injustice had been done. This is 
the only ground on which the Board can interfere with the 
decision of a criminal court in His Majesty’s Colonies and 
Dependencies (te Dillet, 1887, 12 A. C. 459; Arnold y. King- 
Emperor, 1914, A. C. 644). Mere irregularity of procedure 


or ordinary miscarriage of justice, such as would justify the 


English Court of Criminal Appeal in reversing a decision, is | 


not enough (/brahim v. R., 1914, A. C. 599): and where a 
sentence of death has been passed, the Board is specially re- 
luctant to interfere, thereby causing the suspension of an 
execution which may ultimately have to be carried out. In 
the present case DaLsiInc’s execution was fixed for Tuesday 
next, long before papers relating to his case could reach Eng- 
land, and counsel had to apply to the Board for suspension of 
the sentence in ignorance of the facts supporting his appeal. 
In the circumstances, of course, the Board could not order a 
stay, but its members intimated that they would advise the 
Indian Secretary at once of the application made to them in 
order that, if it thought fit, the Government of India micht 
consider the temporary exercise of the prerogative of mercy, 
as to which the Board, in the absence of information, could 
offer no advice. 


The Enforcement of English and American 
Awards. 


Ir may be remembered that the London Court of Arbitra- 
tion was some years ago established by the Corporation of the 
City of London in conjunction with the London Chamber of 
Commerce, with the object of promoting the settlement of 
disputes by arbitration A deputation from the court, accom- 
panied by members of the London Chamber of Commerce, 
recently waited upon Mr. Pace, the American Ambassador, 
for the purpose of urging the extension of arbitration as a 
method of settling disputes between citizens of the United 
States and inhabitants of Great Britain and Ireland. Corre- 
spondence between the Court and the New York Chamber of 
Commerce was laid before Mr. Pace which shewed that the 
American association was strongly in favour of allowing 
British awards to be enforced as judgments in the United 
States. Such an extension of the comity of nations is, we 
believe, wholly without precedent, and the favour with which 
the project has been received may be welcomed as a sign of 
confidence in the administration of justice in this country. 
But there are, we believe, some forty eight States or territories 
in the great Republic, and the Ambassador could only explain 
that the Federal Government had no control over the laws 
peculiar to each State, and could act in an advisory capacity 
only. All that could be done was to submit the proposed 
legislation to the Secretary’ of State at Washington. 


Naturalization and Treason. 


THE Casement case is at present sub judice, so that no com- 
ment upon any aspect of it is either permissible or desirable. 
But an interesting point of law suggests itself, namely, what is 
the position under our law of treason of a British subject who 
has become naturalized before or after war in an enemy 
country At common law, of course, the doctrine .Vemo potest 
eruere patriam forbade expatriation by a British subject, and 
therefore, if he had become naturalized according to the law 
of a foreign State, he could not put in the plea of his foreign 
nationality in answer to an indictment for high treason (R. v. 
Aeneas Macdonald, 1747, Fost. 59, 18 State Trials, 857). 
But the Naturalization Act of 1870 recognized the expatriation 
of any British subject who had become difly naturalized in 
accordance with the law of some foreign State It is settled, 
however, that this naturalization must take place before war 
between His Majesty and the Sovereign of that State (2. v 
Lynch, 1903, 1 K. B. 444); post bellum naturalization would 
be in itself an act of treason, namely, ‘‘ adhering to the King’s 
enemies.’’ Now the law of Germany, according to Bor 


public service of any German State, and a case in which this 


circumstance existed would possibly be within sect. 13 of the 
British Nationality and Status of Aliens Act, 1914, which, 
with some variation, replaces sect. 6 of the earlier Act. 


| The Old Special Pleaders, 
| IN a RecENT article, ‘‘ The Old Conveyancers ’’ (6th Novem- 
| ber, 1915, ante, p. 39) we referred to the certificates by which 
conveyancers and special pleaders were admitted by the Inns of 
Court to practise without being called to the Bar. It was 
the old race of conveyancers who, we pointed out, did most to 
| bring about reforms in the system of conveyancing. There 
| appears not to be the same amount of information available 
| as to the part the special pleaders played in the reform of the 
practice and procedure in the courts,, but it was 
without doubt of considerable importance, and we may 
fittingly call attention this week to the eminence 
which the Chitty family attained in connection with 
pleading. On 23rd February, 1878, on the death of 
Tuomas Cutty, the grandfather of Master T. WILLEs CHITTY, 
we said, in an obituary notice: ‘‘ It would be superfluous 
for a legal journal to say anything of the learning, skill, and 
acuteness of the great pleader who has passed from us. They 
have become a tradition on the common law side of the pro- 
fession.’’ It might perhaps have been expected of this great 
master of special pleading, who lived at a time when the 
skill of the pleader—even more, sometimes, than the substan- 
tial law or the evidence—determined the result. of a case, that 
he would have been obstinately conservative in resisting all 
change in this fundamental branch of practice and procedure. 
On the contrary, though he began to practise as a pleader 
thirty-two years before the Common Law Procedure Act of 
1852 was passed, he did not resist its passing, but welcomed 
the changes it made in the old system. And he worked at his 
chambers until 1877, when the Judicature Acts had utterly 
destroyed his special art; and, contrary to the popular opinjon 
about lawyers, he had done his best to bring about and adapt 
himself to this destruction of the old order. 


The Chitty Family and the Law. 


Master Cutty speaks to-day of defects in procedure and 
practice to a generation that lives on ‘‘ Annual Practices ’’- 
White Books, Red Books, and Yellow Books; and the great 
books of practice and procedure in the courts, on which Tipp, 
the idol of Uriah Heep, ArcHBoLD, and two generations of 
CuiTtTys, spent themselves in edition after edition, have 
almost died out. THomas Cuirty edited ArcHBOoLD’s Prac- 
tice eighty years ago, and ‘‘ Forms of Practical Procegdings ”’ 
eighty-one years ago. In 1885 and 1883 these works were 
edited in their fourteenth and twelfth editions respectively by 
Master Carry; and since then they have reposed on the 
shelves, monuments of the past. The Royal Commission on 
Civil Service Appointments has recently spoken of the here- 
ditary transmission of legal talent in certain distinguished 
families. This was in connection with the office which Master 
Cutty holds. None of the many Chittys rose to occupy great 
judicial positions, with the exception of Lord Justice CHITTY, 
the uncle of Master Cuitty. But they were all great teachers 
of the law, and not only through the medium of books. 
Joseru Currty, Senior, and Tuomas CuiTty, without mention- 
ing Josepa Cuaitry, Junior—Chitty on Contracts—not only 
taught many generations of law students by their books, but 
the first two of them taught in their chambers most of the 
eminent lawyers and judges of their day. To name but a 
few of those who were Tuomas Cuitty’s pupils: Lord Carrns, 
Mr. Justice WriLLes, Mr. Justice Quatn, Sir JamMES HANNEN, 
Lord Herscuent, Lord Justice Matuew, and A. L. SMITH, 
M.R. We are only repeating the lesson of recent history and 
present knowledge when we say that there is no one more 
competent than Master T. Wittes Cuitty to speak on the 





cHaRD’s standard treatise on Diplomatic Relations (p. 711, 
note), automatically naturalizes any foreigner who enters the 





reform of Procedure. And the name is not unknown in 
Chancery Chambers as well. - 
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Seven Years’ Registration of a Trade-Mark. 


Section 41 of the Trade-Marks Act, 1905, runs as follows :— 
‘In all legal proceedings relating to a registered trade-mark 
(including applications under section 35 of this Act) the 
original registration of such trade-mark shall, after the expira. 
tion of seven years from the date of such original registration 
(or seven years from the passing of this Act, whichever shall 
last happen), be taken to be valid in all respects, unless such 
original registration was obtained by fraud, or unless the 
trade-mark offends against the provisions of section 11 of this 
Act.” There is a proviso to the section which is not material 
for present purposes. The construction of this section, which 
has practically only been operative for about three and a half 
years, has only come under consideration by the Courts on 
four occasions, the latest of which was by NeEviLLe, J., in 
Wigfull & Sons v. Jackson & Son (33 R. P. C. 97). The 
section was dictated by the desire of the Legislature to give 
the owner of a registered trade-mark something approximat- 
ing to an indefeasible title. The Legislature had attempted 
to do this by section 76 of the Patents, Designs and Trade- 
Marks Act, 1883, but the Courts soon knocked the bottom out 
of this attempt by holding that the section was no bar to a 
motion to rectify, and the result was that, in actions for in- 
fringement of trade-mark, a motion to rectify became a regular 
part of the defence. Under section 41 of the present Act the 
seven years is conclusive in proceedings under section 35 (the 
rectification section), as well as in other proceedings relating to 
a registered trade-mark. It may now be taken to be definitely 
settled that if a trade-mark was properly registered in the 
first instance, the original registration will at the end of 
seven years be deemed to be valid for all purposes, unless 
it was obtained by fraud or the trade-mark, at the date of such 
registration, offended against section 11 of the Act. Section 11 
prohibits the registration of a trade-mark, ‘‘ the use of which 
would by reason of its being calculated to deceive or otherwise 
be disentitled to protection in a court of justice, or would be 
contrary to law of morality, or any scandalous design.’’ In 
the Wigfull case a trade-mark had been on the register for 
more than seven years, consisting of a wheatsheaf, and it was 
proved that a wheatsheaf was common to the trade in 
question at the date of the registration. Nevitie, J., held 
that this trade-mark was not entitled to protection in a court 
of justice, because it was an attempt by an individual trader 
to monopolise a device which was the common property of 
those carrying on the trade in question, and that he was bound 
to remove it from the register. We do not quarrel with this 
decision, but what we are apprehensive of is that, in the 
future, the Courts may be tempted to put so wide an inter- 
pretation on ‘‘ otherwise ’’ in section 11 as to whittle down 
materially the benefits intended to be conferred on trade-mark 
owners by section 41. 


Restraint of Princes. 


WE NnoTeEp recently (ante, p. 248) the decision of the House 
of Lords in British and Foreign Marine Insurance Co. 
(Limited) v. Samuel Sanday & Co. (ante, p. 253; 1916, A. C. 
640). The decision of the Court of Appeal last week in 
Becker, Gray, d& Co. v. London Assurance Corporation (Times, 
13th inst.) at first sight seems in conflict with Sanday’s case, 
but is not really so. In the former case the facts were these: 
Two British vessels laden with British merchandise for sale in 
Germany were on voyage from the Argentine to Hamburg 
when war broke out two years ago. Further prosecution of 
the voyage would, of course, be trading with the enemy and 
therefore illegal ; so to avoid illegality the ships obeyed direc- 
tions of the French and British naval authorities to proceed 
to British ports. The cargo-owners gave notice of abandon- 
ment, and claimed against the underwriters for aconstructive 
total loss, the perils insured against including ‘‘restraint 
of princes.”” As our readers will recollect, it was held that 
there was a constructive total loss so caused, because (1) the 





indefinite detention of the goods meant -frustration of the 
voyage, and therefore wag a constructive total loss ; (2) this frus- 
tration resulted from the declaration of war, which rendere 
further prosecution of the voyage legally impossible; and af 
such declaration of war was a ‘‘ restraint of princes.’?’ Now " 
the second case the facts at first sight look very much the same. 
Here British merchants shipped British goods at Calcutta on a\ 
steamer for carriage to Hamburg under a contract of sale, and‘ 
when war broke out the steamer was on voyage for that port. 
The marine insurance policy was an “‘f.c.s.’’ policy (#.¢., 
warranted free from capture and seizure), and among the 
perils covered were ‘‘ men-of-war ”’ and “‘ restraint of princes.’’ 
But the ship was a German ship, so that the further prosecution 
of its voyage was not rendered illegal by the declaration of war 

and this makes all the difference. To avoid the almost 
certain risk of capture by British cruisers, the ship put in at 
Messina. It was naturally argued on the analogy of Sanday’s 
case that there had been a constructive total loss due either to 
‘men-of-war ’’ or ‘‘ restraint of prices ’’—-both perils insured 
against—but the Court would not have this. Apart from the 
fact that the continuance of the voyage was not illegal, the 
causa proxima of the master’s act in seeking refuge at Messina 
was not the physical constraint of any or the 
command of any prince; it was his own estimate of the risks 
As Lord Justice SwInren Eapy remarks in his 
able judgment, the maxim 
spectatur ’’ has been strictly applied in marine insurance cases, 
and therefore, as the perils covered only indirectly and re- 
motely caused the abandonment of the voyage, there was in law 
no such frustration of the adventure as is essential to create a 
constructive total loss, and the cargo-owners failed in their 
action against the underwriters. As a matter of fact, the 
essential point in this case is really covered by the decision— 
also of the Court of Appeal—in Aacianoff v. China Traders 
(1914, 3 K. B. 112), which arose out of the Russian-Japanese 
War in 1904. 


“é 


** man-of-war ’”’ 


of capture. 
* (‘ausa proxitma non remota 


Qontributory Negligence. 

THE CELEBRATED rule as to contributory negligence laid down 
in Davies v. Mann (10 M. & W. 546) has often been criticized 
by jurists, but it has just been reaffirmed by the Divisional 
Court in Burley vy. Hibbell (Times, 16th inst.). In the leading 
case, it will be remembered, a donkey was left unattended on 
the highway, a summary offence under the Highway Act, 1835, 
but not in the absence of some actual obstruction of the way 
amounting to an indictable public nuisance. A driver ran 
into the donkey in circumstances such that with care he could 
have avoided the accident, and it was held that, notwithstand- 
ing contributory negligence in leaving the donkey unattended, 
its owner could recover damages against the driver, since the 
negligence of the latter was the final negligence without which 
no accident would have taken place. Now in Burley v. Hibbell 
a motor-car which had broken down on the highway takes the 
place of the donkey in Davies vy. Mann; failure to light the 
lamps after dark while attempting to repair a puncture must 
be substituted as alleged ‘‘ contributory negligence ’’ for aban- 
donment of the donkey; and another motorist driving with 
alleged negligence along the road represents the reckless driver 
who ran down the donkey. The parallel seems exact, and the 
Divisional Court applied to the later case the rule in Davies vy. 
Mann; they overruled the county court judge, who had entered 
judgment against the owner of the injured car, and sent back 
the case for a new trial. With this decision should be compared 
a recent Scots case, Pressly v. Burnett (1914, Sess. Cas. 374). 
Here a motor cyclist on the wrong side of the road ran into an 
approaching motor-car, which was guilty of negligence in that 
its offside lamp was not lighted ; the cyclist had gone on the 
wrong side of the road because the absence of the offside light 
led him to mistake the direction in which the car was travel- 
ling. It was held that he could recover damages against the 
car, because his own error—going on the wrong side—was in- 
duced by the car’s default; it was therefore not ‘‘ contributory 
negligence.’’ 
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The Late Prof. Gray, of Harvard. 


WE are glad to have the opportunity of printing on another 
page, trom the Massachusetts Law Quarterly for Kebruary, an 
appreciation of the career of Prof. Joun C. Gray. The article 
trom which the speech is taken is headed ‘‘ Resolutions Adopted 
by the Bar at a Memorial Meeting in Honour of the late John 
U. Gray, held in the Supreme Judicial Court of Massachusetts 
on Saturday, 23rd October, 1915, and entered upon the 
Records of the Court lt commences with a sketch of Prof. 
GRayY Ss life, prepared, we gather, as a Report by the Bar Com- 
mittee. Born in 1839, he graduated from Harvard College 
in 1859 with high rank, and trom the Harvard Law School iy 
1861. His next experience appeals so much to English lawyers 
of the present day that we will quote it in full :— 

He studied for a third year at the Law School, and then enlisted 
in the army, remaining until the end of the war. During his 


service he was Second Lieutenant in the Forty-first Massachusetts 
Infantry and the Third Massachusetts Cavairy, an aide-de-camp 


to General GORDON, and Major and Judge Advocate-General o1 
United States Volunteers on the staffs of General FosTrer and Gene 
ral GILLMORE His lifelong friend, Mr. Justice HOLMES, mentions 


the fact that when he was in the army he was the first officer to meet 
SHERMAN at Savannah alter the march to the sea, and is referred 
to in SHERMAN’s report of his operations as ‘a very intelligent 
officer,’ which, as Justice HOLMES says, is ‘a striking tribute to 
one who barely had reached manhood trom the great commander at 
the crowning moment of his success.’’ 


After the war he practised in partnership at Boston (Roper, 
Gray & LorinG, and, at the time of his death, Roper, Gray, 
BoypeNn, & PERKINS), and in 1866, with one of his partners, 
Mr. Roper, he founded the American Law Review, and edited 
it for several years with ability and success, He is best known to 
English lawyers by his ‘‘ Rule Against Perpetuities,’’ the three 
editions of which were issued in 1886, 1906, and 1915, and 
which was referred to by the late Sir GeorGE FarweE ut in Xe 
Ashforth (1905, 1 Ch. 535) as ‘‘ Mr. Gray’s excellent treatise 
on Perpetuities But this was by no means his only work. 
He wrote also ‘‘ Restraints on the Alienation of Property ap 
(1883, 1895), and in 1909 he published ‘‘ The Nature and 
Source of Law,’’ which embodied the substance of lectures de- 
livered at Harvard and Columbia, and which is highly appre 
ciated here as well as in America; not least for its happy illus 
trations from real life—a feature which, perhaps, Mr. 
Gray took from  IHERING. He also published two 
editions of his collected ‘‘ Cases on Property ’’ in six volumes 
He began to teach at the Harvard Law School in 1869, and 
after holding the Story and Royall Professorships of Law, he 
resigned in February, 1913. He received the degree of 
Doctor of Laws from Yale and Harvard, and he was president 
of the Boston Bar Association. But his chief work was 
done as a_ teacher ‘For more than forty years 
he taught law with delight, and exerted upon thousands 
of students an influence the result of which on their 
lives and the lives of others cannot easily be measured.’’ The 
appreciation which we print elsewhere was in the form of a 
response to the Report by Mr. Justice WILLIAM CALEB LORING, 
at one time a partner of Mr. Gray's. Apart from the in- 
trinsic interest of the occasion, it is noteworthy that the Bar 
should have honoured in this way one whose best-known acti- 
vities were not in active practice, though he maintained. his 
partnership connection to the end. With us, professional 
recognition is reserved rather for judges and great advocates ; 
but it is fitting that it should be accorded also to others of legal 
eminence, and not least to those who from time to time add to 
the list of books—not a long one—which treat legal principle 
as a matter for learned and scientific discussion. ‘‘ Anyone ”’ 

we quote again from the Report ‘can write a long book ; 
short books like Mr. Gray's mean the life-long toil of a 
master.’’ 

At Overslag, a village partly in Holland and partly in Belgium, “ summer 
time”’ is causing great confusion The church is on Belgian territory, and 
the tower clock indicates German summer time, but in the church itself the 
old Belgian (Greenwich) time is still observed. The Dutch officials follow 
the new Dutch summer time, and in the Dutch school the time differs by an 


hour from the German summer time. At the same hour, therefore, the 
tower clock shows 2 o’clock, the clergyman’s watch 12, the school clock 1, 


Interlocutory Proceedings in the 


High Court. 


By Master T. WitLes Curry. 
I, 

In February last I had the pleasure of giving to the Solicitors’ 
Managing Clerks Association a lecture on ‘* Some Defects in 
Our Interlocutory Procedure.’’ I have been requested to 
reproduce the substance of that lecture in the form of an 
article dealing with the subject. I gladly comply with that 
request, because I am encouraged to hope that some of the 
views expressed may be found to be not altogether without 
interest when the revision of the Rules of the Supreme Court 
is taken in hand. It will, I hope, be understood that the 
views expressed are only put forward as suggestions and with 
the object of inviting consideration and criticism, and that 
these suggestions by no means exhaust the amendments and 
alterations that are required. The subject is necessarily some- 
what technical, but if one considers the enormous expense, 
both in money and time, which is involved in interlocutory 
proceedings, and how largely the efficiency of the work of the 
courts depends on the efficiency of these proceedings, I venture 
to think that it is worthy of a careful consideration, and cer- 
tainly of a good deal more consideration than it sometimes 
receives. 

Interlocutory Proceedings.—The proceedings in courts of 
civil jurisdiction may for some purposes be conveniently divided 
into two classes: (1) those which relate to the trial or hearing 
of actions or matters at which the rights of the parties are 
ascertained and adjudicated upon; and (2) those which take 
place respectively before and after the trial or hearing, and 
which relate chiefly to the preliminary stages by which the 
action or matter is prepared for trial, and the subsequent pro- 
ceedings by which the judgment or order of the court is 
carried into effect. The second class of proceedings may be 
described as ‘‘ interlocutory proceedings.’’ In considering 
questions relating to rules of court and the rule-making autho- 
rity, the distinction between these two classes of proceedings 
is of importance, because, as will be observed, the former class 
is concerned with matters of substantive law and the principle, 
whereas the latter class is concerned for the most part with 
matters of practice and procedure and with matters of adjec- 
tive law and administration. 

No one who takes an intelligent interest in the administra- 
tion of justice in courts of civil jurisdiction can fail to appre- 
ciate the important part played by interlocutory proceedings. 
The object of all proceedings in these courts is to ascertain the 
rights, duties and liabilities of the parties according to law, 
and to give effect to those rights and enforce the performance 
of those duties and liabilities. To the attainment of this 
object certain interlocutory proceedings are generally regarded 
as necessary. Their function is to prepare cases and matters 
for trial and decision by the courts, and to carry into effect the 
judgments given and orders made by the courts. It is impos- 
sible to carry on these interlocutory proceedings without 
having rules of court to regulate them. These rules must 
necessarily be somewhat technical, but it is desirable that they 
should be expressed in clear, intelligible language, that they 
should be, as far as possible, clear, concise, complete and com- 
prehensive, that they should be practical—i.e., adapted to the 
actual requirements of the practice and not merely theoretical, 
that they should be consistent, and that they should be con- 
stantly kept up to date. It is proposed to deal with a few 
of the points in our interlocutory proceedings which it is sug- 
gested require amendment, and incidentally to point out how 
far our High Court rules fall short of the standard indicated 
and to suggest the causes of some of the defects and the manner 
in which they might be remedied. 

Summons for Directions.—The first subject to which IT want 
to draw attention is the summons for directions. This was in- 
vented by Lord Bowen, and was introduced in 1883, at a time 
when it was suggested that pleadings might be abolished. The 
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rules of 1883 left it optional with the plaintiff whether he 
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would’ take out this omnibus summons. By the rules of July, 
1902, this summons was made compulsory. One of the objects 
with which this summons was introduced was to get rid of the 
necessity for taking out a separate summons in respect of 
each application which had to be made in the course of the 
proceedings in an action. But the main object was that each 
action should at an early stage be brought before the Master 
so that he might obtain some knowledge of it and some control 
over it, to enable him to decide and direct what proceedings 
were necessary in it. The summons for directions as now 
worked is, in the great majority of cases, a complete failure. 
The necessity for taking out a separate summons in respect of 
each application is already dealt with by Ord, 54, r. 9. To 
accomplish the main object it would be necessary to provide 
that the practitioners who attend the summons should have 
some considerable acquaintance with the cases of their respec- 
tive clients at a very early stage of the proceedings. This they 
do not have, and, as matters now stand, cannot be expected to 
have at that early stage. 
What now happens in most cases when the summons for 
directions comes before the Master in Chambers is that the 
plaintiff’s representative produces a writ and says that the 
action is for breach of contract, or as the case may be, and 
he knows little or nothing more about it. If the Master then 
turns to the defendant’s representative, he often says that he 
knows nothing about it except that he has had a letter up 
that morning asking him to attend the summons. Now under 
these circumstances what is the Master to do? How can he 
exercise any judicial or other discretion as to what steps are 
necessary in the action? How can he judge whether pleadings 
are necessary, or whether it is essential that there should be 
discovery or other interlocutory proceedings? How can he 
judge as to where, and by what tribunal, the action can be 
most conveniently tried? The thing degenerates into a farce, 
and the summons is a useless waste of money and time. All 
the Master can do is to direct pleadings and to fix the time 
within which they are to be delivered, to direct discovery 
except in one or two classes of actions in which it is prima 
facie unnecessary, and to fix the place of trial by looking at 
the plaintiff's address on the writ, and to direct the trial by a 
judge alone, unless either party asks for a jury. Now all that 
could be quite as effectively and far less expensively done, as 
it used to be done, by rules regulating the pleadings and other 
matters, and leaving it open to the plaintiff to select the mode 
and place of trial, subject, of course, to any application the 
defendant may make. Of course, if it is thought desirable 
that the Master should at an early stage take the matter in 
hand, and inquire fully into each individual case, so as to give 
the appropriate directions and obtain some real control over 
the proceedings, this could be done. But if this is to be done, 
some provision must be made requiring that the representa- 
tives of the respective parties should, at a very early stage of 
the proceedings, be more fully instructed as to the facts and 
contentions on which their clients rely ; and it would be neces- 
sary to provide that the costs incurred in obtaining those in- 
structions should be allowed. A great deal might, no doubt, 
be done in this direction. Some disputes might be settled 
and the issues might often be greatly narrowed by admissions 
and otherwise, and much expense in the way of pleadings, 
particulars, discovery, interrogatories and interlocutory pro- 
ceedings saved. But these matters require very careful con- 
sideration, and unless and until the Rule Committee are pre- 
pared to give them that consideration it would appear 
expedient that the provision making the summons for direc- 
tions compulsory should be annulled, and that the old plan of 
having stereotyped directions embodied in the rules should be 
reverted to, whereby a great saving of time and money would 
be effected. Something like 36,000 of these summonses for 





condition. Ord.-36, r. 2, provides that in certain actions the 
plaintiff may in his notice of trial require a jury, and that, if 
he does not, the defendant may give notice that he requires 
one. Rule 6 says that in any other action either party may 
within ten days after notice of trial apply for a jury, and 
rule 7a says that if neither party signifies his desire for-a jury 
the trial shall be by a judge alone. In July, 1902, some four- 
teen years ago, Order 30, relating to the summons for direc- 
tions, was amended, and instead of leaving it to the parties 
to settle the mode and place of trial, it was provided that they 
should be settled by directions given by the Master on the 
hearing of the summons for directions. 

Now these rules are obviously inconsistent, and it would 
puzzle the student or the intelligent foreigner who endeav- 
oured to study our procedure to understand what was meant; 
and even to the experienced practitioner it is still not clear 
how far the overruled and now apparently obsolete, but: still 
standing, rules survive so as to give a right to a trial by jury. 
But the confusion does not end there, because by the addi- 
tions made to Order 54 in 1908 it is required that the order 
made on the summons for directions in every action or matter 
and every order giving leave to defend under Order 14 shall 
direct how the action is to be tried and where it is to be tried. 
This rule, if literally interpreted, makes it imperative that the 
mode and place of trial should be fixed on the first. hearing of 
the summons for directions at a time when very likely neither 
party is in a position to say what is the proper place or mode 
of trial. At the time when that rule was being framed this 
was pointed out to the framers of it, and a proviso providing 
that the mode and place of trial directed might be subse- 
quently altered was introduced. This proviso was introduced 
with the express purpose of enabling such alteration to be 
made, and so the rule was rendered more workable. But the 
matter came before the Court of Appeal in the case of Kelsey 
v. Doune or Donne, which is reported in the Law Reports 
(1912, 2 K. B., p. 482) and in. the Law Journal, vol. 81, p. 
503. There the mode of trial had been fixed by an order 
under Order 14 without a jury, and two questions were raised 
on a subsequent application by the defendant for a trial by 
jury—the one as to the right to a jury, the other as to the 
effect of the order. The Court of Appeal held that the order 
for trial by judge having been made, that mode of trial could 
not be altered without an appeal from the original order. 
Now the proviso in rule 32 was expressly introduced to enable 
this to be done without an appeal, and it is a remarkable 
thing that that proviso is not even referred to in the judg- 
ment of one of the Lords Justices, and that Kennepy, -L.J., 
only refers to it for the purpose of saying that it is somewhat 
difficult to make it consiftent with the other rules (see 81 
L. J. K. B., at p. 508). 

In this state of things what is the practitioner to do? In 
practice he has found a way round it, but it is unfortunate 
that the rules should not represent the practice. 

Ord. 54, r. 32, which I have referred to, stands amongst 
some twelve rules, of which about eleven are quite obsolete, 
but still stand as part of the Rules of the Supreme Court. 
The alterations in Order 30 and Ord. 54, r. 32, have rendered 
obsolete Ord. 36, r. 7, which provides that either party may 
have a special jury on giving notice that he wants one, whereas 
he cannot now do anything of the sort, but must apply under 
the summons for directions, but the rule stands unrepealed 
(To be continued.) 








At Winchester on the 11th inst. Mr. Scott Duckers, solic itor, aged 
thirty-two, now a private in the Rifle Brigade, was tried by court- 
martial for refusing to put on military uniform. Evidence was given 
that on 20th April the accused was twice ordered to put on uniform, 
but refused. He also refused to answer attestation questions, and his 





directions are issued in each year in the Central Office alone, 
involving much expense to the litigants, so that the matter 
cannot be said to be without importance. 

Mode of Trial.—One of the points that the Master has to 


attestation form was not completed. In defence the accused said it was 
no doubt difficult for persons brought up in a military atmosphere to 
appreciate his viewS, or that they were sincerely held. He did not 
admit he was under military law, but he would serve with cheerfulness 
whatever sentence the Court might pass, and renew his protest when 





deal with on the summons for directions is the mode of trial, 
and as to this the Rules of the Supreme Court are in a chaotic j 


The military authorities at Winchester had treated 
The Court was then closed. 


he came out again. 
him with great courtesy. 
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American War Documents. 


(Continued from p. 476.) 


The British Reply to the American Blockade Protest.—We gave 
(ante, p. 103) alist of documents affecting questions under discussion 
between the U.S. and Great Britain up to 15th August, 1915. The 
American Note of 5th November, 1915, which in effect was a protest 
against the British Blockade Policy, we stated at some length 
shortly after its publication (ante, pp. 71, 87). The British reply 
was published last month (Times, 26th April), and we have already 
shortly noted its contents (ante, p. 440). We propose now to sum- 
marise its contents in the same manner as with the previous docu- 
ments—that is. so as to give the effect without comment. It should 
be noted that a White Paper explaining the British Blockage Policy 
was issued by the Foreign Office in January, and a useful statement 
of the method and effect of the blockade has recently appeared as 
part of the Times History of the War (Part 89, 2nd May). 

(1) Detention of Vessels.—The U.S. objection to the new methods 
of detention for search is met by the remark “Tt would seem to 
be a fair reply that new devices for despatching goods to 
the enemy must be met by new methods of applying the funda- 
mental and acknowledged principle of the right to intercept such 
trade’ : and the contentions of the British Notes of 7th Jan. and 10th 
Feb., 1915, respectively are repeated, (1) that modern attempts to 
conceal contraband can only be frustrated by examination of the 
ship and cargo in port; and (2) “ the size of modern steamships and 
their capacity to navigate the waters where the Allied patrols have 
to operate whatever the conditions of the weather, frequently 
render it a matter of extreme danger, if not of impossibility, even 
to board the vessels unless they are taken into calm water for the 
purpose. It is unnecessary to repeat what was said in that Note. 
There is nothing that His Majesty's Government could withdraw, 
or that the experience of the officers of the Allied fleets has tended 
to show was inaccurate These contentions are supported by a 
report by Admiral Jellicoe, to whom the Report of the U.S. naval 
experts had submitted. The British Note adds, however, 
that the question of the locality of the search is one of secondary 
importance In the view of His Majesty’s Government the right 
of a belligerent to intercept contraband on its way to his enemy is 
fundamental and incontestable, and ought not to be restricted to 
intercepting contraband which happens to be accompanied on board 
the ship by proof sufficient to condemn it. What is essential is to 
determine whether or not the goods were on their way to the enemy 
If they were, a belligerent is entitled to detain them, and having 
regard to the nature of the struggle in which the Allies are engaged 
they are compelled to take the most effectual steps to exercise that 
right.’ 


been 


The procedure of Prize Courts is part of the question of deten- 
tion, since the point at issue is whether the evidence must be 
confined initially to the documents found on board and examina- 
tion of the officers and crew, further evidence being only admitted 
where a case is made calling for explanation, or whether at the 
hearing the Court is at liberty to take the whole available evidence 
into account. The former represents the old British and U.S 
practice. The latter is the more sensible and convenient practice 
introduced by the new Prize Court Rules of 1914. The present 
Note justifies the change on the ground that present circumstances 
of navigation and trade make it easier for the ship's papers to 
conceal the real transaction. In particular it is no longer neces- 
sary for them to indicate the true object and purpose of consign- 
ment, since supplementary instructions can be given by fast mails 
or telegraph cables Consequently the old rule that the papers 
on board the ship must alone be taken into consideration, and 
evidence from other sources excluded, is no longer practicable ; 
indeed the system of attributing to the ship’s papers the character 
of final and conclusive proof upheld in the United States Note 
would encourage shippers of contraband to falsify the papers, as 
they would thereby ensure absolute immunity from capture. It is 
in the same way due to change of circumstances that the evidence 
of the master and members of the crew has ceased to be of much im- 
portance in the majority of prize cases; they usually now know 
nothing of the real destination of the cargo they are transporting, 
and the more skilfully the despatch of goods with an enemy destina- 
tion is contrived, the more effectually will it be concealed from 
those on board.’’ 

The U.S. statement that the effect of the new procedure has been 
practically to destroy much of the export trade of the U.S. to 
neutral countries in Europe is met by figures, which we need not 
reproduce, showing that there was actually in 1915 a great in- 
crease in the trade to the three Scandinavian countries and 
Holland. The U.S. Note seemed to charge Great Britain with 
creating by the Prize Court procedure a state of things favour- 


able to British trade, but any reply to this is rendered unnecessary 





by the explanation given by Mr. Page at the time that he presented 
the Note, and since confirmed by a statement given out to the Press 
at Washington, that no such meaning is to be attributed to the 
paragraph. Moreover, the subject has been dealt with in the Note 
which Sir E. Grey sent to Mr. Page on the 13th August last, and 
again in the Note given to the State Department by the British 
Ambassador at Washington on the 27th December. 

The “common stock”’ theory forbids a belligerent to interfere 
with goods intended to become incorporated in the mass of mer- 
chandise for sale in a neutral country. But “it is a matter of 
common knowledge that large quantities of supplies have since the 
war broke out passed to our enemy through neutral ports. It was 
pointed out in Sir E. Grey's Note of the 17th July, 1915, that it 
would be mere affectation to regard some of those ports as offering 
facilities only for the commerce of the neutral country in which 
they are situated. They have, in fact, been the main avenues 
through which supplies have reached the enemy from all parts of 
the world. In the case of goods consigned to these ports the ship’s 
papers convey no suggestion as to their ultimate destination, and 
every device which ingenuity can suggest, or which can be con- 
trived by able and unscrupulous agents, is resorted to for the pur- 
pose of giving to carefully organised arrangements for supplying 
the enemy the appearance of genuine transactions with a neutral 
country.’ The question whether goods despatched to a neutral 
port were intended to become part of the mass of merchandise for 
sale in that country is one of fact. The British Note examines 
into this fact, and gives reasons for concluding that many of 
the shipments to neutral ports were never intended to become part 
of the common stock of the country. For instance, one contract 
which has been brought to light is a contract with a firm in Ger- 
many for the sale of no less than 50,000 bales of cotton linters at 
a price which was about double that which linters were fetching in 
any other country than Germany. The whole quantity was to be 
shipped to neutral ports. Various shipments made under this 
contract have been held up, and in all cases the goods were shipped 
with papers and under conditions which concealed the enemy 
destination altogether. This is a case in which the ship’s papers 
were useless to show the real destination. And, indeed, numerous 
facts as to the consignees of cargoes—many of whom are not 
merchants at all, but such persons as lightermen, dock labourers, 
and petty tradesmen—show that shipments are not intended for 
“common stock.’’ Frequently, too, they are goods for which there 
is, in normal circumstances, no sale in the importing country. In 
the presence of such facts “the United States Government will, 
it is believed, agree with His Majesty’s Government that no 
belligerent could in modern times submit to be bound by a rule 
that no goods could be seized unless they were accompanied by 
papers which established their destination to an enemy country, 
and that all detentions of ships and goods must uniformly be based 
on proofs obtained at the time of seizure. To press any such 
theory is tantamount to asking that all trade between neutral ports 
shall be free, and would thus render nugatory the exercise of sea 
power and destroy the pressure which the command of the sea 
enables the Allies to impose upon their enemy.’’ In the Civil War 
the U.S. Government, in similar circumstances, when the blockade 
of the Southern States was on the point of being rendered in- 
effective, by blockade runners to neutral ports of access, took im- 
mediate steps to stop such trade, and the United States Supreme 
Court extended the doctrine of continuous voyage so as to cover 
all cases where there was an intention to break the blockade by 
whatever means, direct or indirect. 


(To be continued.) 








Reviews. 
; International Law. 


Wuarton’s Erements oF Intrernationan Law. Fifth English 
Edition. Revised throughout. Considerably enlarged and 
re-written. By Coteman Puiturpson, M.A., LL.D., Litt.D., 
Barrister-at-Law. With An IntTropuction sy tHE Rr. How» 
Srr Freperick Pottock, Bt., D.C.D., LL.D. Stevens and Sons 
(Limited). 35s. 

A new edition of “ Wharton”’ for English use is specially wel- 
come at the present time, when questions of International Law 
have assumed such urgent importance. Sir Frederick Pollock, in 
his introduction, suggests that some may think this a strangely 
chosen time to republish a nineteenth-century classic on the sub- 
ject. “We are in the midst of a general war in which thg validity 
of all rule, convention, and usage appears at first sight to be 
shaken to its foundation.”’ In the view of the rulers of the Central 
Empires and the leaders of their armies, necessity—which means 
the opinion of the officer commanding on the spot as to military 
advantage—overrides the laws and customs of civilised warfare and 
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the dictates of the commonest humanity ; “and they have not,”’ 
says Sir Frederick, “ been ashamed to assert this damnable doctrine 
(for so the publicists of all other nations deem it) as a principle 
of deliberate conduct.’’ Of course, this raises the question whether 
“civilised warfare’ is not a contradiction in terms, and whether 
publicists would not be better employed in denouncing all war as 
damnable and finding a substitute in arbitration, or in a common 
defence against appeals to arms. But this by the way. We hav 
not taken the view that recent events have diminished the import- 
ance of International Law. We have maintained that it will 
win through. And we are glad to find Sir Frederick Pollock of the 
same opinion. “On reflection it that when great Powers 
commit themselves to principles of anarchic tyranny, that is the 
yery reason why those who still believe in the rule of law should 
reassert and republish their faith as their most dignified form of 
protest, and in the long run not the least effectual. Law 
not cease to exist merely because it is broken, or even because, 
for a time, it may be broken on a large scale; neither does the 
escape of some criminals abolish penal justice. And so Si 
Frederick looks forward to such “a reaction in favour of law and 
order in the affairs of Europe as there has been, after periods of 
civil turmoil, in the affairs of particular nations.” Only let us 
hope that this reaction will come soon, before all the warring 
nations have been exhausted in men and material 

The re-editing of a great law classic for present-day use always 
presents difficulties. In other the know- 
ledge is continually rendering the past obsolete, and this is par- 
ticularly true of law. The pious editor—pious in the Latin sense, 
not in the sense of the Bigelow Papers—preserves intact, so far as 
he can, the ipsissima verba of his author, and distinguishes his 
own ignoble contributions by an arrangement of brackets. This 
is a mistake, and Dr. Phillipson has avoided it. These typo- 
graphical distinctions ‘“‘for the reader who wants information 
and not literary history, are merely irritating.’ And, indeed, an 
editor who, like Dr. Phillipson, is competent to make his author 
available for modern use, must prefer utility to reverence, and 
boldly alter the text to suit current needs. For those who wish to 
distinguish the new from the old there is a note opposite the 
title page, giving particulars of the successive editions, including 
a translation in 1864, executed by order of the Chinese Govern 
ment; and the references in the notes are a fairly safe guide t 
the date of any particular passage. 

As to the text of the edition which Dr. Phillipson has pre- 
pared, we need not offer much comment. At p. 799 attention is 
called to the divergency between British practice and the practice 
of the majority of the great maritime Powers—such as France, 
Germany, Russia, and the United States—with regard to the 
destruction of neutral prizes at sea. No doubt this is founded 
mainly on facilities for bringing the ships in for adjudication 
facilities available for Great Britain, but to a much less extent for 
other Powers. At p. 424 information is given as to the practice 
in the present war with regard to allowing the departure of mer- 
chant ships in belligerent ports at the outbreak of war. In fact 
German ships were detained in British ports owing to the failure 
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Books of the Week. 

_International Law .—International Law Notes, May, 1916. 
Stevens & Sons (Limited) ; Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 9d. 
Emergency Legislation.—The Empire and the War. 
Summary of Emergency Legislation passed by the Parliaments of the 
Empire in Consequence of the War. Edited by Howarp v’EcvILte, 
Barrister-at-Law. Published under the Authority of the Empire 
Parliamentary Association (United Kingdem Branch). Price to 
Non-Members, 2s. 6d. 








Correspondence. 


Rebellions in Ireland. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 
Sir,—The writer of the article “ Rebellions in Ireland ”’ in your 
last week’s number seems to have a curious sense of proportion, 
and I really must protest against his comparing the treatment of 
the present Irish rebels with the sanguinary punishment inflicted 
by Judge Jeffreys after the Monmouth rebellion. To say, as he 
does, that we must go back to the Irish Rebellion of 1798, the 





Jacobite Rebellion of 1845 (meaning, of course, 1745), and the 
Monmouth Rebellion of 1685 to find “any parallel to the present 
severe use of the extreme penalty of the law,”’ is simply ridiculous 
and grossly unfair to the responsible authorities. fe is 
I cannot just now get at the number of executions in 1798 and 
1745, except that those in 1745 were (as they well might be) very 
much less than in the rebellion of 1685 ‘ 
As to the latter the figures, as given by Macaulay in his “ History 
of England vol. 1, pp. 641 to 645), are as follows :—Executed, 
520 ; transported, 841—as against fourteen executed in the present 
rebellion, and about eighty sent t prison for varying terms, 
though no doubt some addition will be made to this latter number. 
Your readers look to you so much for guidance and light in the 
law and practice of their profession, and seldom in vain, that I am 
venturing to write to you as I have done, as exaggeraticn in 
article is apt to weaken one’s faith in the soundness of others 
Ernest E, Lakt 
any parallel’’ suggested the con- 
remarks which Mr. Lake criticises. and which. of 
intended. The paragraph was written rather by 
way of history—in which respect it is not, we understand, impugned 
except on the ground of a printer's error—than of comment, 
though the rapidity of the recent executions certainly gave the im 
pression that military severity might be carried too far Whethe: 
they would have been stopped but for the protest made in the 
House of Commons we do not know. In fact, they were stopped 
We only reflected the feeling of the Irish King’s Bench in Wolf: 
T'one’s ¢ as reported in 27 State Trials, 624. We print on another 
page General Maxwell's statement justifying the executions 
En. S.J 
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Co-operation of Barristers and Solicitors. 
[To the Editor of the S Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 
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Appeal by the dependant of a workman who met with his death under 
the following circumstances: The deceased man collier, and 
worked in the respondent's pit He desired to enlist in the Army, 


was a 
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but was rejected on account of his teeth. He 


dentist at Manchester, and he 


12 o'clock instead of 2 o'clock fhe recognized method of going to and 
leaving the pit was by the jig brow. The brow was an incline down 
which tubs, when filled with coal, were run to the pit bottom, from 
which all the coal was sent up to the surface. The tubs were worked 
up and down by machinery with a rope. At the ordinary times of 
workmen coming to and going from work nothing was being done with 
the tubs, and there was no danger to the men crossing the ‘ brow.” 


On the day of the accident the deceased man got to the brow when the 
vere being worked. The jig-brow man told him to wait until 
he had jigged tour tubs, and then ould go down. He waited until 
the four empty tubs became stationary, and then, before the operation 
was fully completed—that is, before the stop-block was covered—he 
pushed the second and third tubs apart to make a gap through which 
he might pass Che pushing of the third tub on to the fourth released 
the hook of the cable attached to the fourth tub and freed all fou 
tubs from the rope, and they began to travel down the incline, with 
vas caught between a tub and the stop-block, and 


t 
ibs 


ne 


was minded to see a | 
got permission to leave the colliery at | 





the result that he 
received fatal injuries. The county-court judge at Bolton held, in a 

nsidered judgment, thet the dependant had failed to shew that the 
accident arose out of the man’s employment, and he made his award 
in favour of the respondent. The Court of Appeal held there was 
evidence to support the finding, and (Bankes, L.J., dissenting) no mis- 
direction. The dependant appealed On the hearing of the appeal 

unsel for the appellant were alone heard 

Viscount Hatpane said the only question in this case was whether 
the appellant had succeeded in shewing that the accident in respect of 
which she claimed arose ‘‘ out of ’’ the employment of the workman 
The county-court judge had decided that the accident did not arise 
ut of the employment, and the majority of the Court of Appeal (Lord 
Cozens Hardy, M.R., and Warrington, L.J., and Bankes. L.J., 
dissentiente) affirmed his decision. There was a class of cases in which 
the line of demarcation between law and fact became so indistinct 
that the inference to be drawn as to whether the accident arose ‘‘ out 
of ’’ the employment was necessarily one of fact, as the decision turned 
entirely upon the precise circumstances, and those circumstances could 
niy be appreciated by the judge who tried the case. That principle 
had been always applied by this House, and if there was evidence on 
which the decision come to by the judge could be supported there was 
no jurisdiction to set aside his award. In the present case the county 
court judge found that the accident did not arise out of the man’s 
employment, but was caused by his exposing himself to an added risk | 
or peril which was not incidental to his employment, and therefore 


his death was entirely due to his own conduct, and his dependant was 


not entitled to compensation He thought there was evidence on which 
the county-court judge could properly so find. That was enough to make 
their lordships to concur in affirming the majority of the Court of 


Appeal, and he moved that the appeal should be dismissed 


Lord Sumner and Lord PAarmoor gave judgment to the same effect, 
and expressed the opinion that there was no misdirection. 

Lord WReENBURY, in agreeing, pointed out that the object of the 
Legislature in framing the Workmen's Compensation Act was to provide 
1 short and inexpensive procedure for settling disputes by arbitration 
between the employer and the workman, who was to be compensated 
for injury by accident arising out of and in the course of his employ 
ment He utterly it had failed to fulfil that object was apparent 
from the amount of litigation the Act had given rise to. Over and ove! 


again there had been before the Court of Appeal, and not unfrequently 


in their lordships’ House uses brought up in which no point of law 
had been involved, and the only point really devised as a ground of 
uppeal was that the arbitrator had taken an erroneous view of the 
facts or on the facts proved as illeged, had drawn an erroneous 
inference from those facts In such cases no appeal should be br« ught 
because the decision of the arbitrator on facts was conclusive He 
thought this was just one of those cases, and the appeal being from 
the decision of the arbitrator on a question of fact, must be dismissed 
Order accordingly Counset, for the appellant, Compaton, K.C., and 
W yate-Saul; for the respondent, Rigby Swift, K.C., and Adshead 
klhiott SOLICITORS, (heater Broome, & Grifitthes, for Fielding d 
Fernihough, Bolton; Griffith & Gardiner, for James Chapman & C 
Manchester 
[Reported by Ensxine Reip, Barrieter-at-Law.] 
Court of Appeal. 
Re LODWIG. LODWIG v. EVANS. No.1. 4th and 5th May. 
Witt—Constrection—Drrection to Divine AMonc CHILDREN AFTER 
YounGest was AttarInep AGe or Tuirty—Girt Vestep at Birta— 
No ImpricaTron or CONTINGENCY oF ATTAINING AGE or THIRTY— 

No INFRINGEMENT oF Rute Acarnst PeRpetvirTies. 

{ direction contained in a will to divide among A and her children 
by RB. atter the youngest of euch children should attain the age of thirty, 
wz nott remote, but ta a gift veate il at birth, the er poyment of which 
is poatp ned, and doea not imply that the attainment of that age ia 
c yntingency to be imported into the conatitution of the claas of children 
to take 


afirmed 


ante, 


p. 337 


Decision of Sargant, J 


Dictum of Wigram, V.C., in Leeming v. Sherratt (2 Hare, 14), dis. 
sented from. 

Parker v. 
overruled. 

Appeal by the plaintiff from a decision of Sargant, J. (reported 
ante, p. 33/), on a summons to determine the construction of a will. 
The testator thereby gave his residuary estate to trustees upon trust 
for conversion and investment of the net proceeds, and directed that 
out of the income of the investments the trustees should pay his 
daughter-in-law, K. Lodwig, for the benefit of herself and her 
children, the sum of £5 a week, ‘‘ the same to continue to be paid until 
the youngest of her said children by his son, D. J. dwig, attains 
the age of thirty years.’’ And he further directed that, in the event 
of either of his said grandchildren marrying in the meantime, his 
trustees should pay to each such child from the date of his or her 
marriage the sum of £2 a week, but when the youngest of such children 
should attain the age of thirty years the payments of £5 and £2 a 
week were to cease, and such part of the capital of the residuary trust 
funds as was not required to provide for the payment of any other 
continuing annuities was to be divided between K. Lodwig and her 
children by D. J. Lodwig in equal shares as tenants in common. When 
the last annual payments under the will had ceased the residue of the 
capital was to be divided in the same way. The testator’s son, D. J 
Lodwig, commenced this action for a declaration that the ultimate 
trusts of the capital were void for remoteness, on the ground that the 
direction to divide was one to divide among K. Lodwig and such of 
her children as should attain the age of thirty, the contingency being 
introduced by implication from the fact that the division was not to 
take effect until the youngest child attained that age. Sargant, J., 
held that the trusts of the will were not void for remoteness, and that 
the gift was not contingent, but vested at birth. The plaintiff 
appealed. 

Tue Court dismissed the appeal. 

Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said he thought at first that the 
was being argued on the basis that there was a definite and established 
rule of construction within which it fell. But he had been relieved to 
find that counsel did not rely on any such definite rule, but argued 
that certain judges had put the construction which was contended for 
upon clauses in other wills similar to this. But the duty of the Court 
was to construe the present will and to see whether it ought to bear 
the construction which Sargant, J., had put upon it. [His lordship 
having stated the material provisions of the will, proceeded :] It was 
said that it ought to be assumed that the class of children to take 
was contingent, and could not be ascertained until the youngest 
attained the age of thirty, and that no child could take unless he 
attained that age. His lordship could not see any implication of such 
a contingency in the will. The gift over in the event of any one of 
the grandchildren dy'ng and leaving issue dealt with ‘‘the share’’ of 
the one so dying, and shewed that the shares were not intended to be 
contingent. The case of Leeming v. Sherratt (2 Hare, 14) his lordship 


Sowerby (1 Drew. 488) and Lloyd v. Lloyd (3 K. & J. 20} 


ase 


| thought did not establish any such rule as the appellant contended for 


The only decision there was that the share of a child who died after 


| attaining twenty-one, but before the youngest child of the class attained 


| twenty-one, 


case. 


Swansea: Lambert d& Hale. 





was vested. The appeal was founded on what was 
nothing more than a dictum of Wigram, V.C.. in the case. Then 
there was the decision of Wood, V.C., in Lloyd v. Lloyd (3 K. & J. 
20), which was founded on that dictum. That decision seemed remark 
able, because it was based on a view that suggested that Leeming v 
Sherratt was wrongly decided. The Vice-Chancellor thought that the 
testator did not intend any child who did not attain twenty-one to 
take a’vested interest. With great respect, his lordship thought that 
ise did not lay down any intelligible principle of construction to be 
udopted. Then there was Parker v. Sowerby (1 Drew. 488), a decision 
of Kindersley, V.C. That case decided that a gift divisible at twenty- 
ne was a vested gift in nephews and nieces who attained twenty-one, 
but not in those who did not attain twenty-one, treating the dictum 
of Wigram, V.C., in Leeming v. Sherratt as an authority deciding the 
Then came Lord Romilly’s decisioa in Cooper v. Cooper 
Jeav. 229). when the gift being to named individuals was held to be 
Here, even if there had been a rule of construction applicable 
the age of majority. his lordship would not have 


veste d 


to twenty-one years, 





been prepared to extend it to an entirely new case where the age of 
the youngest member of the class to take was fixed at thirty. The 
postponement of division until thirty did not make the gift contingent 
on attaining that age, and the appeal would be dismissed. 

PickrorD, L.J., concurred, and Neviire, J., deliyered judgment to 


the same effect, observing that he thought the probable object of the 


testator in postponing division was to accumulate a larger capital to 
he divided.—Counseit, Mark Remer, K.C., and J. G. Wood; PR. Row- 
lands; Owen Thompson. Sortcitors, Sharpe, Pritchard, & C for 


Edward Powell, Neath; Rhys, Roberta, & Co., for J. Conway IL ris, 
for BR. & C. B. Jenkins & Lloyd, Swansea 


Laxororp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 


PERRY v. SUFFIELDS (LIM.). No.1. 3rd and 4th May. 
Venpor AND Pwurcnaser—Speciric Prrronmance—ContTRACT 
TAINED IN LetTeRs—OFFER AND ACCEPTANCE—SUBSEQUENT PREPARA 
TION OF Format Contract Dirrerent In TermMs—FurTHER CoRRE- 
SPONDENCE. 
Though in order to ascertain whether a correspondence between two 
parties contains a concluded contract the whole correspondence must be 
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lookéd at, yet, if once a definite offer is made and accepted without 
qualification containing all the terms agreed on between the parties, 
the complete contract thus arrived at cannot be uffected by subsequent 
negotiation not resulting in a new contract to take the place of the 
jormer one, 

Bellamy v. Debenham (45 Ch. D. 481) followed. 

Dicta of Kay, J., in Bristol, Cardiff and Swansea Aerated Bread Co. 
v. Maggs (44 Ch. D. 616) dissented from. 


Appeal by the defendants from a decision of Sargant, J., in an action 
for specific performance of a contract for the purchase of freehold 
licensed premises. The plaintiff owned two-thirds of the freehold of 
the ‘‘ Stannards,’’ a public-house at Rugby, and was in possession, by 
his son, of the entire property. After certain negotiations between the 
parties, the secretary of the defendant company, in pursuance of a 
resolution passed at a board meeting, wrote as follows to the plaintiff 
on 23rd February, 1915 :—‘‘ Stannards, Rugby.—At a meeting of the 
directors, held to-day, I was instructed to write and offer you £7,000 
for freehold premises, goodwill, and possession.”’ On 3rd March 
plaintiff replied.as follows :—‘‘ Re Stannards, I am obliged for your 
offer of £7,000 for above in your letter of 23rd February last. Please 
note I now accept same—namely, £7,000.’’ The letter was brought 
before the board on 8th March, and they then decided to raise the 
purchase money by obtaining a loan from the bank. On 18th March 
the plaintiff's solicitors sent a draft- contract to the defendants’ 
‘solicitors for their approval. This provided for the sale of the 
plaintiff's two-thirds share in ‘‘ Stannards,”’ less a triangular piece of 
land described as having been contracted to be sold to the Rugby 
Urban District Council] for £5,100. At that date there had been nego- 
tiations for the sale of the triangular piece to the Council for £1,900, 
but no completed contract. Further correspondence passed, and ulti 
mately the défendants wrote that they could not entertain the purchase 
of the property on the conditions mentioned, and the negotiations must 
end. The plaintiff commenced the present action, and in his evidence 
said that he never saw the draft contract sent by his solicitors. Sargant, 
J., held that the above letters constituted a complete contract for the 
sale of the property, and made a decree for specific performance. The 
defendants appealed. 

Tue Court dismissed the appeal. 

Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said that it had been argued that there 
was no completed contract, but that the letters were only part of the 
negotiation. [Having read the letters of offer and acceptance and stated 
the facts, his lordship proceeded :] It was impossible to doubt that 
those letters amounted to a concluded contract. It was said that the 
agreement was silent as to the date for completion, but it was the first 
time he had heard it contended that a contract was not complete unless 
a date for completion was prescribed There was therefore a completed 
contract for the purposes of the Statute of Frauds. Hussey vy. Horne 
Payne (4 App. Cas. 311) seemed t6 have nothing to do with the present 
case. His lordship fully accepted the statement of the law by North, 
J., in Bellamy v. Debenham (45 Ch. D. 481), where he criticized some 
of the phrases used by Kay, J., in Bristol, Cardiff and Swansea Ae rated 
Bread Co. v. Maggs (44 Ch. D. 616), and held that subsequent negotia- 
tions first commenced on new points after a contract complete in itself 


In this undefended divorce suit Julia Roe prayed for the dissolu- 
tion of her marriage with her husband, Robert Lloyd Roe, on the 
grounds of his desertion and adultery with a woman unknown. The 
parties were married on 7th August, 1901, in St. Helena, and there 
were two children of the marriage. They lived together at St. 
Helena until after the birth of the first child, when they came to 
England, living at Newport, in the Isle of Wight, where the respon- 
dent practised as adoctor. Differences arose owing to the respondent's 
conduct to the petitioner and his children, and on 19th December, 
1903, a deed of separation was executed, by which the respondent 
covenanted to pay the petitioner £52 a year, to be increased 
in four years to the yearly sum of £104. The allowance was paid 
by the respondent until April, 1911, after which date nothing had 
been paid. On 23rd July, 1911, he wrote to the petitioner’s solicitors 
a letter, in which, referring to the deed of separation, he said : ‘‘ The 
present agreement is finished, so there is no need to discuss it further.”’ 
On 14th July, 1915, the respondent being then in Scotland, the peti- 
tioner sued him in the Scottish courts for £442, being arrears of 
payments due under the deed. The respondent set up, as a defence 
to the action, the following plea: ‘‘ The indenture founded on having 
been revoked by the defender, the action should be dismissed.’’ The 
petitioner, by her plea, contended that ‘“‘the deed of separation 
founded on not having been validly revoked, the pursuer is entitled 
to decree for the sum sued for.’’ In the result, the Scottish court 
found in favour of the petitioner, and gave judgment for the amount 
claimed. The present petition was presented on 28th February, 
1916 Evidence, which satisfied the Court, was given that since 
November, 1915, the respondent had lived in adultery with a woman 
in London, The petitioner, in the course of her evidence, in answer 
to the learned Judge, said that she never desired to repudiate the deed. 
Counsel for the petitioner submitted that, as the deed had been repu- 
diated by the respondent, there had been desertion, notwithstanding 
the existence of the deed, such desertion dating from April, 1911, when 
the payments under the deed ceased. He referred to Hussey v. 
Hussey (29 T. L. R. 673 {[SuHearMan, J.—The difficulty is that the 
petitioner has elected to treat the deed as subsisting In 1915 she 
sued upon it, and recovered judgment. There never has been a 
moment in which she has not been insisting on her rights under the 
deed.} Counsel, continuing, referred to Tress v. Tress (35 W. R. 672, 
12 P. D. 128) and Kennedy Kennedy (1907, P. 49 He submitted 
that the two years’ desertion was already complete when the petitioner 
recovered judgment in the Scottish courts. 

SHEARMAN, J.—I cordially agree with the principle laid down in the 
The theory underlying the question of desertion is this : 
the separation must have been without the consent of the party alleging 
desertion. If the parties have separated by consent, and the document 
which embodies the terms on which they have agreed to separate comes to 
an end, it may well be that from that moment desertion may com- 


ases cited. 


mence; in other words, if both parties repudiate the deed, the status 
onferred by it is at an end. But such a condition can only arise 
where the Court finds as a fact—as I conceive that it did in the cases 


ited—that both parties had treated the deed as a_ nullity. In the 
present case the wife says frankly that she has always tried to enforce 
her rights under the deed; she obtained judgment under it in 1915, 
when the Scottish courts found the deed subsistent, and in the circum 





had been signed could not be regarded as constituting a part of the 
negotiations going on at the time when it was signed. The exact point 
had not previously come up for decision in the Court of Appeal. In Fry 
on Specific Performance, para. 553, Bellamy v. Debenham was men- 
tioned with approval. Once a complete contract was in existence, 
subsequent correspondence which did not result in a new contract 
varying the former one could not affect the existence ot the contract. 
They were asked to say that the draft contract sent by the solicitor was 
a reopening of the contract by substituting a new one to purchase the 
property at a different price. In his lordship’s opinion the appeal 
failed, and must be dismissed with costs. 

Pickrorp, L.J., and Nevitte, J., delivered judgment to the same 
effect.—CounseL, Mark Romer, K.C., and Meyrick Beebee; Martelli, 
K.C., and J. M. Gover. Sorricrrors, Billing & Co., for Arthur A. 
Rollason, Birmingham ; Routh, Stacey, & Castle, for G. M. Seabroke, 
Rugby. 

; [Reported by H. Lancrorp Lewis Barrister-at-Law.] 


Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 
ROE v. ROE. Shearman,J. 4th May. 
Divorce—DeEseERTION- Deep oF SEPARATION. 

Where husband and wife are living apart under a separation deed, 
desertion can only commence when both parties have repudiated the 
deed. 

A husband having repudiated a deed of separation under which he 
and his wife were living apart, and having paid nothing under it for 
over four years, the wife sued for arrears under the deed and recovered 
judgment. She afterwards presented a petition for divoree, alleging 
desertion and adultery. 

Held, that the wife having elected to treat the deed as subsisting, 
there had been no desertion. 





stances I cannot possibly say that there was any period during which 
desertion subsisted. Leave was given to the petitioner to amend her 
petition by alleging cruelty on the part of the husband, and the case 
stood over.- COUNSEL, J Harve y Vurphy, for the petitioner. Soi I- 
TORS, Hatchett-Jonesa & ¢ e.. for B lton d& Dai idzon, Bristol. 

[Reported by Cirrrorp Mortimer, Barristerat-Law.] 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re WILLIAMS. JONES v. WILLIAMS, Neville, J. 61h April. 


Statute or Limitations—WHEN PLEADED TOO Late—AccouNTS 
Trustee Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 59), s 
On a summons for an account against trustees, section 8 of the 
T ruates ict, 1888, should be raised by way of defence when the order 


is being made, and it is too late to raise it after the accounts have 
been for aome time before the master. or on the hearing a further 
co sideration. 
This was a further consideration of an originating summons. By 
his will the testator had appointed the defendants his trustees and 
executors, and had bequeathed to them his real and personal estate on 
trust to carry on his business for as long as they might think fit, and 
for that purpose to use such part of his residuary estate as they might 
think proper, and, subject thereto, to sell and convert into money 
his real and personal estate, and to invest the proceeds and to stand 
possessed of his residuary trust estate, after payment of his debts, 
testamentary expenses and legacies, upon trust for his wife for life, 
and after her death upon trust for his eight children in equal shares. 
After the testator’s death, in 1895, the defendants carried on the busi- 
ness and employed the widow as manager, and when she died, in 
1907, they continued to carry it on for the benefit of the family. In 





Hussey . Hussey (29 7. L. R. 673) distinguished. 


1912 two residuary legatees took out an originating summons against 
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the defendants for the usual accounts, including those of the business, | jurisdiction to decide whether the time allowed was reasonable, as that 
to which the defendants submitted, the usual order being made. They | was a matter for arbitration, in accordance with section 5 of th: 
srried wccounts for seventeen years, and in the course of the vo Schedule of the Act of 1892. For the defendant it was contended that 
ing claimed, under n 8 of the Trustee Act, 1888, to be allowed | the forty-eight hours only began to run from the time when the defer 
all payments made by then we than six years before the issue of | dant received the notice; the plaintiffs were only entitled to charg 
the summons Th ister f the alternative either that there | for the ‘‘ detention’’ of a truck, and the defendant could not be said 
aa a balance of due from the defendants, or that, if they | to have detained it until he knew of its arrival, and that, as he or 
were entitled t elief they cl d ide he statute, there was a |! ed the notice at 8 a.m. on Saturday, and had removed the g 


on Tuesday (Sunday not counting), he had removed them 


balance of £5.51 it t m I djourne ise into court ‘ 
to be argued orty ght hours 


OLERIDGE, J., in giving judgment allowing the appeal, said that, 
on, the facts disclosed privity of contract between the partie 
fendant, who was the purchaser of the goods, received 
acted on the advice note, and took delivery, and, whether he 
responsible under the original contract or under a fresh contract, | 
bound by the conditions of the advice note. He was also 
‘trader’’ within the definition contained in the plaintiff company’s 
Act, and therefore was a person whom the plaintiffs could charge wit 
demurrage if he detained a truck beyond a reasonable period. It fi 
lowed that the county court judge was wrong in holding that the defer 
dant w not the consignee, and that there was no privity of contract 
As to ether, under the terms of the contract, the plaintiffs wer 
entitled t 1arge the demurrage claimed, his lordship was of opinion 


King's Bench Division. | that, on t » construction of the contract, it was manifest that 


| Saturday was to be counted as a day in ascertaining the period 
LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAILWAY CO. v«. SWANN. the two days in hich delivery was to be taken. The contention that 
Colesidge and Low, }}, 13th and 14th December. | a day meant a full day of twenty-four hours was unsound, as the « 
vise tract itself spoke of part of a day as being a day. The other conter 
LRANSFER OF C00 ro FresH CONSIGNEE that the time was to be counted from the receipt, and not t 
Apvice Notre—N1 CONTRACT—TIME FOR itch of the notice—simply amounted to this, that a contract sa: 
ND CHARGES, No. 10 (LANCASHIRE AND | ing one thing was to be interpreted as meaning the opposite. In othe 
OrperR ConrirnMATiIon Act, 1892 (55 & words, the defendant was contending that, if the contract was inter 
. preted literally, the time allowed was unreasonably short, and ther: 
fore the contract was unreasonable. That was a ‘‘ difference ”’ arising 
under section 5 of the Schedule to the plaintiffs’ Act, which had, 
accordance with that section, to be referred to arbitration, and was 
a matter which the county court judge had no jurisdiction to decide 
Low, JJ., is of the same opinion Appeal allowed. COUNSEL, f 
| ffs, Bustace Hills and H. Liversidge; for the defendant, 
Soricirors, for the plaintiffs, Woodcock, Ryland, d Parke 
(’. Parmiter, Manchester; for the defendant, Mellor d- Co 
rn, Ambler, d& Booth, Preston and Leyland. 
[Reported by L. H. Barnes, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 
IN PRIZE, 
‘“‘THE STIGSTAD.” Sir Samuel Evans, P: 14th April. 


ORDER Councit or 1ltH Marcw, 1915—‘*‘ Reprisats 
)MPENSATION TO NEUTRALS—FREIG! 
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morning, 11th | é h warship to Leith, and thence to Middlesbrough 

nurrage in respect | “ ¢ r cargo W lischarged, which, it was contended, under th 
resday, and brought Re ils et ory Order in Council of llth March, 191 
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t failed to 


termines n the neiples laid down in The Juno (59 Soxricrrors 
Journan, 251; 1 Pr. Cas. 151). This was an adjournment into Court 

opinion. the | of the claim in respect of detention and expenses, and it was argued 
unloading, im- | by the neutral owners that if the Order in Council was so administer¢ 
endant the premises during | a8 to cause injury to neutral shipowners, and no compensation was 
me after 1 o’clo on Saturday was not | payable, the Order was contrary to international law, and was accord 


1 
l 


id remove the in forty-eight hours | ingly invalid 


He also held lé n the circumstances Sir Samvet Evans, P.. after stating the facts, said : The question in 

1s unreasonable. The plaintiffs appealed this case is whether, as a matter of law, the shipowners are entitled 

: laintiffs that, as they had a statutory right | to damages for detention consequent upon the vessel being required to 

rtue section 5 of the Schedule to the Railway Rates and Charges, | enter a British port, and to remain there until her cargo is discharged 

10 (Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway, & Order Confirmation | It is admitted that no further delay or inconvenience was caused than 

1892, to charge for demurrage, it was not necessary to prove | was inevitable in carrying out the Order In my opinion, I have no 
privity of contract Anart from that, the advice note created a con- | right to compensate neutrals for any loss incurred, provided the pro 
tract, as the defendant had acted on it; further, that the county court | visions of the Order are properly carried out. It has been argued that 
judge was wrong, having regard to the wording of the advice note, in| the Order is unlawful, because it entails upon neutrals a degree of 
holding that the hours after 1 o’clock on Saturday were not to count | inconvenience. According to the judgment in the Privy Council in 
in calculating the period of forty-eight hours, and that he had no! the case of The Zamora (60 Soricttors’ Jovrnat, 416), any Order in 
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Council: authorizing reprisals is conclusive as to the facts recited, as 
shewing that cause for reprisals exists, although the Court is not 
actually bound to hold that the means of meeting an emergency by way 
of reprisals are the best or only means. No party aggrieved. is pre 
cluded from contending that the means adopted were unlawful, as 
entailing upon neutrals a degree of inconvenience unreasonable con 
sidering all the circumstances of the case. In my opinion, in this case 
the means adopted did not entail an unreasonable degree of incon- 
venience upon neutrals, and the order was not therefore unlawful. 
The result is that whatever delay or inconvenience may necessarily be 
caused to neutrals must be suffered by them as the effect of the exercise 
of legitimate belligerent rights on the part of this country.—CouNseEr, 
F. D. Mackinnon and H. Hull; Dawson Miller, K.C., and R. A. 
Wright. Soticrrors, The Treasury Solicitor; Botterell & Roche. 
[Reported by L. M. May, Barrister-at-Law.] 








New Orders, &c. 


New Statutes. 
The Royal Assent was given on Wednesday to the following Acts : 
The Summer Time Act, 
The Local Government (Emergency Powers) Act, 
The Courts (Emergency Powers) Amendment Act, 


and to several private and provisional orders Acts. 


War Orders and Proclamations. 


The London Gazette of 12th May contains items 5, 6 and 7, which we 
took last week (ante, p. 482) from the Supplement of 10th May, and 
also the following :— 

1. Orders in Council, dated 10th May, (1) extending to the Isle of 
Man, subject to certain modifications, the further Regulations under 
the Military Service Act, 1916, made by Order in Counci] dated 30th 
March; and (2) extending to the Isle of Man the Defence of the Realm 
Amending Regulations of 12th April (ante, p. 432). 

2. A Memorandum from the Italian Government (printed below) as 
to goods discharged from requisitioned German vessels. 

3. The Appointment, dated 10th May, of the Irish Rebellion Commis- 
sion. The material parts are printed below. 

4. A Notice that Orders have been made by the Board of Trade 
under the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916, requiring 
7 more businesses to be wound up, bringing the total to 138. 

5. A War Office Notice, dated 11th May (printed below), relating to 
the supply of drugs to soldiers. 

6. Admiralty Notices to Mariners : ; 

(1) No. 504 of the year 1916, cancelling and repeating with an amend 
ment to section 1, and the addition of section I, Notice No. 343 of 1916, 
relating to England and Wales, South and West Coasts: dated 11th 
May. 
(2) No. 501 of the year 1916, cancelling and repeating Notice No. 455 
of 1916, with amendments to section II, sub-section 1, relating to the 
English Channel, North Sea, and Rivers Thames and Medway: dated 
10th May. 

The London Gazette of 16th May contains the following :— 

7. Appointments, dated 16th May, of additional members of Appeal 
Tribunals under the Military Service Act, 1916:—Lancashire (2); 
London (4) ; Surrey (1). 

8. An Order, dated 10th May (printed below), extending the limits 
of the Port of London under the Aliens Restriction (Consolidation) 
Order, 1916. 

9. A Notice that Orders have been made by the Board of Trade under 
the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916, requiring 4 more 
businesses to be wound up, bringing the total to 142. 


Treatment of Goods Discharged from German 
Vessels Requisitioned by the Italian Government 


His Majesty’s Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs has received, 
through H.M. Ambassador at Rome, the following Memorandum from 
the Italian Government on the subject of goods discharged from German 
steamers which have been requisitioned by them :— 





TRANSLATION. 


In order to regulate in a definite and uniform manner the treatment 
to be accorded to goods discharged from German steamers requisitioned 
in the ports of the Kingdom and Colonies, the following rules have been 
laid down :— 

a. The State Departments concerned will within as short a delay as 
possible proceed to requisition all such goods as can be utilised. 

b. Goods originally Vebesien to subjects of neutral States may, sub- 


ject to the observance of the rules laid down under heading (e), be | 


freely imported and re-exported abroad; in the latter case subject 


always to the existing regulations governing the exportation and transit 
| of goods included in the lists of absolute and conditional contraband, 
ce. As regards non-requisitioned goods of German ownetship, the 
Customs may, subject to the observance of the formalities and precau- 
tions indicated under (e); allow unlimited re exportation abroad, or 
importation into the Kingdom, of such of these goods as may be shown 
by production of reliable documents to have been acquired and paid 
| for by subjects of allied States before February 10, 1916. 

As regards goods of German ownership claimed by subjects of neutral 
States, the Customs authorities may only allow the re exportation of 
such of these goods as may be shown by produ tion of reliable documents 
to have been acquired and paid for before March 1, 1915, and subject 
to the proviso that for such of these goods as are included in our 


lists of absolute and conditional contraband it is necessary to have 
the further assurance on the part of the Governments of the countries 
| to which they are destined that they will not be re exported in any way 
or form, ; : 

d. For goods of German ownership. which have not been acquired and 
paid for by Italians or by subjects of allied States prior to February 10, 
1916, or by subjects of neutral States prior to March 1, 1915, no per- 
mission can be granted for importation or re exportation abroad (i.e., 
to allied or neutral countries) unless the price which the acts of sale 
show the goods to have fetched, and which the Customs authorities must 
themselves examine and verify, is first deposited at the Custems. The 
sum paid will be deposited by the Customs authorities with the Caisse 
of Deposits and Loans till the end of the war. 

Re-exportation to neutral countries of goods from requisitioned German 
steamers must moreover be subordinated to the observance of the rules 
and precautions which in general govern exportation and transit of goods 
to the countries themselves. 

e. The Customs authorities will in no circumstances permit the release 
of the goods in question for importation into the Kingdom or re-exporta 
tion abroad, unless the original bills of lading, duly endorsed, and the 
proper orders of release, signed by the legal representatives of the ship- 
ping companies concerned, or, in their absence, by persons whom the 
Swiss Consul shall have indicated as authorised to execute the opera- 
tions of liquidating the goods on behalf of the above-mentioned com- 
panies have been first presented, and the nulla osta of the naval and 
military authorities in so far as the requisitioning of the goods is con 
cerned has been obtained. 

Moreover, before consigning the goods the Customs authorities must 
satisfy themselves that any expenses incurred by the naval authorities 
in connection with the goods have been refunded to them. 

If in verifying the cases it is found that goods are other than those 
indicated in the nulla osta of the naval and military authorities, the 
Customs authorities will not allow the operations to proceed unless a 
fresh nulla osta of the above-mentioned authorities is produced. 


f. As regards unclaimed goods, the Customs authorities, within a 
| fixed time limit to be fixed by the Ministries of Foreign Affairs and 

Marine, shall arrange, in agreement with the Captains of the Ports, for 
| their sale as abandoned goods by public auction, all private negotia 
| tions being excluded in every case. 

The net proceeds of such sale shall be deposited with the Caisse of 

Deposits and Loans, in the manner prescribed under c. 

Perishable goods or goods which constitute a danger to public health 
or the safety of the ports may be sold at any moment, whoever the 
| owners may be, after their condition and value have been established, 
and the net proceeds will be deposited in the manner and under the 
conditions above laid down. 

g. The duty fixed in the existing general tariff will be levied on 
German goods which are allowed to be imported. 

The Ministry for Foreign Affairs will notify the Swiss Legation, as 
protecting German interests in Italy, of the discharge of cargoes from 
each of the requisitioned vessels. Thirty days from the day of such 
discharge will be granted as period within which goods which cannot 
be requisitioned may be withdrawn. This time-limit may be lengthened, 
or also reduced, if the exigencies of the port concerned, of commerce, 
or of public welfare, demand. 

Foreign Office, 

llth May, 1916. 


The Irish Rebellion Commission. 


Appointment of :— 

Lord Hardinge of Penshurst, 

Mr. Justice Shearman, and 

Sur Mackenzie Dalzell Chalmers, 
as Commissioners “to enquire into the causes of the recent outbreak of 
rebellion in Ireland, and into the conduct and degree of responsibility of 
the civil and military executive in Ireland in connection therewith,” with 
power to call before them such persons as they shall judge likely to 
afford them any information upon the subject of the Commission; and 
also to call for, have access to and examine all such books, documents, 
registers, and records as may afford them the fullest, information on the 
subject, and to enquire of and concerning the premises by all other 
lawful ways and means whatsoever. 

10th May. 
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Sale of Drugs to Soldiers. 
War Office, 
llth May, 1916. 

In pursuance of the powers conferred upon them by the Defence of the 
Realm (Consolidation) Regulations, 1914, the Army Council do hereby 
order as follows: 

No person shall sell or supply any article specified in the Schedule to 
this Order to or for any member of His Majesty’s Forces unless ordered 
for him by a registered medical practitioner on a written prescription, 
dated and signed by the practitioner with his full name and qualifica 
tions, and marked with the words “ Not to be repeated,”’ and unless the 
person so éelling or supplying shall mark the prescription w:th his name 
and address and the date on which it is dispensed. 

SCHEDULE. 
Barbitone. 
Benzamine Lactate. 
Benzamine Hydrochloride 
Chloral Hydrate 
Coca. 
Cocain. 
Codeine. 
Diamorphine. 
Indian Hemp 
Opium, 
Morphine. 
Sulphonal and its homologues. 


All other salt, preparations, derivatives or admixtures prepared 


therefrom or therewith. 
R. H. Brave, 
Secretary, Army Council, by Command of the Army Council. 





Aliens Restriction (Consolidation) Order, 1916. 


In pursuance of the powers vested in me by Article 1 (3) of the Aliens 
Restriction (Consolidation) Order, 1916, and after consultation with the 
Admiralty and Army Council, I hereby extend the limite of the approved 
Port of London as specified in the First Schedule to the Order so as to 
include the South Eastern and Chatham Railway Company’s Pier, 
Gravesend. 

HERBERT SAMURL, 
One of His Majesty's Principal Secretaries of State. 

Whitehall, 10th May, 1916. 


The Irish Executions. 


An official statement, issued in Dublin last week, pronouncing further 
Court-Martial sentences, says :— 

The trials by Courts-Martial of those who took an active part in the 
rising in Dublin are practically finished. Those arrested in the pro 
vinces are now being dealt with. Lists of the rebels sent to be detained 
in England are being published in the Press as soon as they have been 
verified. 

In view of the gravity of the rebellion and its connection with German 
intrigue propaganda, and in view of the great loss of life and destruc- 
tion of property resulting therefrom, the General Officer Commanding. 
in-Chief has found it imperative to inflict the most severe sentences 
on the known organizers of this detestable rising and on those com- 
manders who took an active part in the actual fighting which occurred. 
It 13 hoped that these examples will be sufficient to act as a deterrent 
to intriguers, and to bring home to them that the murder of His 
Majesty's liege subjects or other acts calculated to imperil the safety 
of the realm will not be tolerated. 





Soldiers’ Civil Liabilities—-The Relief Scheme. 


We take from the 7imes the following statement, made in the House 
of Commons on Wednesday, as to the Soldiers’ Relief Scheme :~— 
Mr. Hayes Fisher, replying to a request made by Mr. M. Barlow 








for a statement of the nature of the arrangements formulated by the 


| Government for enabling those who had been called up or would be 


called up for military service to meet their civil liabilities, said : The 
general outlines of the Government scheme were described by the Prime 
Minister in the House of Commons on 25th April, and subsequently 
included in the report of the proceedings at the secret session. The 
details have iow been worked out, but no material modification has been 
made in the scheme since the Prime Minister’s announcement. The 
scheme will apply to men (other than officers), whether married or un- 
married, who have joined the Forces on or after 4th August, 1914, or 
are members of the Territorial Force. Assistance will be given to such 
men in cases in which serious hardship would be caused to them on 
account of their inability to meet their financial obligations by reason 
of their undertaking military service. 

The obligations in respeet of which assistance, in suitable cases, may 
be granted are: Rent, interest and instalments payable in respect of 
loans (including mortgages), instalments for the purchase of house, 
business premises, furniture and the like, taxes, rates, i 


insurance 
premiums, and school fees. No application will be entertained for 





PITMAN’S NEW LAW BOOKS. 





The Law Relating 


The Principles of Marine Law. 


Edition, revised. Cloth, 400 pp. 7@. Gd, net. 


The Law of Procedure. 
Cloth, 122 pp. Se, net. 


Bills, Cheques, and Notes. 
Exchange (Crossed Cheques) Act, 1906. 


Second Edition, revised, Cloth, 214 pp. S&g. net. 


M.Se., LL.D., of ¢ 


The Law Relatin 


FRY, G.C.B. (formerly Lord Justice of Appeal). 


The Law of Repairs and Dilapidations. 


Revenue and the Provisions of the income Tax Act made appl 
Duty Law and Cases,” &c. Cloth, 162 pp. 7s. Gd net. 





to the Carriage by Land of Passengers, Animals, and Goods. 
By 8. W. CLARKE, of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law, Cloth, 350 pp. 


By LAWRENCE DUCKWORTH, of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law. Third 
By W. NEMBHARD HIBBERT, LL.D. (Lond.), of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 


Together with the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, anil the Amending Act, Bills of 
By J. A. SLATER, B.A., LL.B. (Lond.), of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 


The Law Relating to the Child: ts Protection, Education and Employment. By ROBERT W. HOLLAND, M.A., 


Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law. Cloth, 166 pp. Sg. net. 


to Secret Commissions and Bribes (christmas Boxes, Gratuities, &c.), The Prevention 
of Corruption Act,1906. By ALBERT CREW, o Ais + Inn, a Foreword by THE Ricut Hon. SIR EDWARD 
oth, 198 pp. s. net. 


By T. CATO WORSFOLD, M.A., LL.D. Cloth, 104 pp. 3g. Gd net. 
The Law of Evidence. By W. NEMBHARD HIBBERT, LI.D. (Lond.) 2nd Edition, revised. Cloth, 144 pp. 9e. Gel. net. 


Excess Profits and Excess Mineral Rights Duty, incorporating the Regulations of the Commissioners of Inland 
cable by Statute and by Regulation. By W. E. SNELLING, of the 
Inland Revenue Department ; Author of “Income Tax and Super-Tax Practice,” “Income Tax, Super-Tax, and Inhabited 


LONDON: SIR ISAAC PITMAN & SONS, LTD., 1, AMEN CORNER, E.C. 


7s. 6d 


2 net. 


oure 























) 











[Vol. 60.] 499 





May 20, t916 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 





“assistance. in discharging ordinary debts. The maximum amount of 


assistance which will be granted in any case will not exceed £104 per 
annum. Applications for assistance will be made on prescribed forms, 
which will be obtainable at the post offices. The application must be 
made by the man himself, unless he is serving abroad, in which case it 
may be made by any person who is authorized by him, or who in the 
opinion of the Commissioner dealing with the application is 4 proper 
person so to act, 

The applications wili be investigated locally by Commissioners, who 
will hear the cases in private. The Commissioner will not decide the 
cases. It will be his duty to satisfy himself as to the accuracy of the 
statements made by the applicants and to report with recommendations 
to the Central Committee, py whom the grants will be awarded. 

The country has been mapped out into districts corresponding, so far 
as practicable, with the areas of the appeal tribunals. Different arrange 
ments are being made for Ireland, where there are no appeal tribunals. 
Fifty-two Commissioners have been appointed for England and Wales 
and twenty for Scotland, and are ready to enter upon their duties. 
Additional Commissioners will be appointed if it is found that they are 
needed to cope with the work expeditiously. The forms of application 
are being printed and will probably be available at most of the post 
offices by the end of next week. Grants will as a rule be paid quar- 
terly, and be made payable either to the applicant himself or to such 
person as lie selects. The grants will be subject to revision, and may 
be increased (subject to the maximum of £104 per annum) or reduced 
in accordance with any change in the circumstances of the applicant. A 
White Paper containing the regulations, together with the form of 
application and other particulars, is being issued, and I hope will be 
in the hands of hon. members in the course of to-morrow. 

In answer to supplementary questions Mr. Hayes Fisher stated that 
the amount of £104 was irrespective of separation allowances and pay. 
The Commissioners would be paid. In Scotland sheriff substitutes and 
advocates would be appointed to act as Commissioners. The proposed 
arrangement would be applied to members of the Territorial Force as 
well as to the Regulars. The question whether it would be advisable 
to appoint local committees to act instead of barristers had been con- 
sidered. There were several reasons why preference had been given to 
barristers. It was thought they would act-much more judicially gnd 
much more expeditiously. 


Finance and the Blockade. 


The Foreign Office announces that a Finance Section, in which has 
been incorporated the Finance Section of the Foreign Trade Depart- 
ment, has been formed to deal with financial matters connected with 
the blockade. 

The Controller of the new Section will be Mr. L. Worthington 
Evans, M.P., who will be assisted by Sir Adam Block, as Deputy Con- 
troller, and Messrs. Eric Hambro, R. H. Foa, and E. F. Davies as 
Financiai Members. Mr. E. F. Davies will also act as chief of the 
Financial Intelligence Section attached to the Finance Section. 

The administration of the new regulation—No. 418 under the Defence 
of the Realm Act—will be carried out by the Finance Section, and in- 
structions will shortly be issued to banks, banking firms, and exchange 
dealers. The offices of the Section are at Lancaster House, St. James’s, 
§.W., temporarily, but will be removed to the City as soon as offices 
are available. ; 

By arrangement with the Governor and Deputy-Governor of the Bank 
of England the Cornhill Committee has become an advisory committee 
of the new Section. , 








Societies. 
Gray’s Inn. 


Mr. W. M. Hughes, Prime Minister of Australia, was on Thursday, 
the 11th inst., elected an Honorary Bencher of Gray’s Inn, an honour 
previously conferred on Sir W. Laurier and Mr. Deakin. His election 
Was formally moved and carried at a ‘‘ pension’’ of the Benchers, 
and Mr. Hughes then went with his brother-Benchers into the historic 
hall for dinner. Before dinner Benchers, barristers, and students sat 
together in the body of the hall, and the ceremony began with the 
passing of the ‘‘ Grace”’ cup, containing wine, while little manchets of 
bread were handed round. 

During dinner the loving cup went round the hall, and each member 
Present drank to ‘‘the pious, glorious, and immortal memory of the 
Good Queen Bess ’’—a toast which has been honoured for centuries 
past in recognition of certain flattering attentions bestowed on the Inn 
by Queen Elizabeth. After this toast the Treasurer, Sir William 
yrne, announced the election of Mr. Hughes to be a Bencher, and 
Save the toast of his health. Mr. Hughes responded. 

The rest of the proceedings were informal. 

The Masters of the Bench present in addition to the treasurer were :— 
Mr. John Rose, his Honour Judge Mulligan, K.C., Mr. Mattinson, K.C., 
Mr. Lewis Coward, K.C., Mr. C. A. Russell, K.C., the Hon. Mr. Jus- 
tice Lush, Mr. T.~Terrell, K.C., Mr. Barnard, K.C., the Right Hon. 
H. E. Duke, K.C., M.P., Mr. H. F. Manisty, K.C., Mr. Edward 


Clayton, K.C., Mr. W. J. R. Pochin, Mr. A. E. Gill, Mr. Vesey Knox, | jurist of the day.” 
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and for terms, the Sun Life of Canada is the 
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The business done in Annuities is by far the 
largest done by any Company, and a con- 
siderable portion of it is transacted through 
the legal profession. 


Write for Rates, Booklets, &c., to— 
J. F. JUNKIN (Manager), 


SUN LIFE OF CANADA, 


217, Canada House, Norfolk Street, London, W.C. 





K.C., the Hon. Mr. Justice Atkin, the Right Hon. Sir Frederick Smith, 
K.C., M.P., Mr. Montagu Sharpe, Mr. G. Rhodes, K.C., Mr. T. M. 
Healy, K.C., M.P., Mr. C. Herbert-Smith, Mr. Henry Winch, Mr. Ivor 
Bowen, K.C., with the Preacher (the Rev, R. J. Fletcher, D.D.). 


? 








The Late Professor Gray, of Harvard. 


We refer in a leading article to the Report on the career, of 
Professor Gray, who died on 25th, February, 1915, prepared by the Com- 
mittee of the Massachusetts Bar Association. The following is the con- 
cluding sentence of the Report, with the Reply by Mr. Justice WILLIAM 
CALEB LORING :— 

A lawyer of great learning and ability, incapable of indirection in 
thought or act, a teacher singularly fitted for his work by natural gifts 
and exceptional training, a man ot high charagter and personal qualities 
which inspired absolute confidence and high regard in all who knew him, 
has gone to his rest leaving behind him only fragrant memories. 


RESPONSE OF Mr. Justice WiiL1AM CaLes Lorna. 


Mr. Chairman and Brethren of the Bar :— 

When Mr, Gray in 1875 accepted a professorship in the Harvard Law 
School, he deliberately chose that as his career for life. He continued 
in active practice to be sure; but he continued in practice because he 
thought that if he was in touch with the realities of litigation and of 
affairs, he would be a better teacher of law. So much I have from Mr. 
Gray himself, 

Ordinarily this course of action leads to failure. Ordinarily the 
practising lawyer is not a good teacher of law, and the teacher of law 
is not a good practising lawyer. But for Mr. Gray the decision was 4 
wise one. He was the better teacher for being in active practice; he 
was the better lawyer for the learning which came from teaching law. 

Mr. Gray’s achievements in life were remarkable. No one in our day 
has argued questions of law better than he did. No one in our day has 
shewn greater wisdom in dealing with practical affairs when called upon 
for professional advice. No one has been a greater teacher of the law, 
and no one has written better text books than the two he wrote on 


' the “Rule Against Perpetuities” and “Restraints on Alienation.” 


Finally his work on jurisprudence (here I quote a more competent judge 
of the matter than I am) shewed Mr. Gray to be “ the foremost analytical 
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It goes without saying that in his arguments Mr. Gray gave to the 
court all the learning there was on the matter in question and that he 
adapted his oral argument to the precise question or questions which the 
case took on at the moment. What wae said originally of Mr. Bartlett 
was equally true of him. His statements were to the statements of the 
ordinary lawyers what logarithms are to arithmetic. 
to work in a bit of humour, and humour is a more potent weapon in argu- 
ment than you who have not been on the bench appreciate. He never 
overstated his case, exposing his position to undue assault. In his argu- 
ments, as in his life, there was a sweet reasonableness in the amount he 
asked for which generally brought him what he sought. Take down 
the second edition of his “ Restraints on Alienation’’ and read the 
preface. That will give you an idea of his force and of his style. 

In the early years of his practice clients came to Mr. Gray for his 
learning, and it was a surprise to them to find that he was pre- 
eminently wise in advising as to practical details. He possessed to a 
greater degree than any man I have known that peculiar kind of wisdom 
which we call hard common sense. Hard common sense and great 
technical learning are not often found in combination. They were com 
bined in him, and that is one of the sources of his success not only at 
the Bar but also in the school. Largely from this combination it came 
about that in the later years of his practice there were few, if indeed there 
were any, who were consulted on large matters more often than he. 

I am not going to dwell upon Mr. Gray’s career as a teacher of law. 
Sut that was his career in life and it cannot ibe entirely passed by. In 
choosing the teaching of law ag his life career he was wiser than his 
generation. In the thirty-eight years during which he taught, the Law 
School went from the respectable position it held in 1875 to the com- 
manding place which it attained under the guidance of Mr. Gray and his 
associates. What more enduring impress can be made upon the law 
(which we all hold so near and dear to our hearts) than to educate young 
lawyers from a great part of the world where the common law obtains, 
and to keep that up for thirty-eight years? I say advisedly to educate 
young lawyers from a great part of the common law world, for the Law 
School, in the last year of Mr. Gray's professorship, had students from 
every state of the union and from four foreign countries. 

To my mind the crowning achievement of Mr. Gray’s life was his 
book on jurisprude nce, being the lectures delivered by him at Columbia 
in 1908-9. “Jurisprudence,” (Mr. Dicey says, “ is a word which stinks in 
the nostrils of a practising lawyer’’ (I am indebted to Mr. Gray for 
the quotation). Not only that, but in addition jurisprudénce was quite 
outside his curriculum as a teacher. 


analytical jurist,” if indeed a distinction should be made between 
analytical and sociological jurisprudence. If you have not done so 
lately, take down from the shelf “ The Nature and Sources of the Law 


and read it again. I venture to assert that you will agree with me 


when I say that the learning displayed there is amazing under the 


circumstances, and yet with al] the learning the lectures are so sane and 
so simple that a layman can read them with pleasure after the preliminary 
ones dealing with the necessary technicalities are mastered. And I 
venture to add that when you have read the volume again you will 
agree with me when I say that those lectures not only gave lustre to 
this Bar and to the Harvard Law School, but that they have imparted 
distinction to the United States as a nation. 

Any one of Mr. Gray's achievements, as a teacher, as a practising 
lawyer, and as a jurist, was sufficient for a successful career. How did 
he crowd all three of them into a single life? Of course, he had been 
a scholar in college; he was fifth in his class; and, of course, he kept 
up the habits of a scholar through life. I already have referred to the 
combination of his great practical common sense and great learning. In 
addition there was one characteristic which I have not touched upon 
and which those who know Mr. Gray best will recognise when it is 
referred to. It was that his normal mental attitude was what in other 
persons is attained by exercising the power of detachment. He seemed 
to live in a higher atmosphere, unruffled by the petty annoyances and 
distractions of the day. 

This brings me to what you all have been waiting for—the human 
side of Mr. Gray. What I have said heretofore does not account for 
that great concourge of persons who filled Trinity Church on the twenty 
seventh day of February last. Mr. Gray was peculiarly happy in that 
all his acquaintances wanted to be his friends. 
was that he had charm. One has charm or he has it not. 


Why one 


He always managed | 


For Mr. Gray jurisprudence was | 
altogether a by-product, and yet he shewed himself to be our ‘‘ foremost | 


One reason for that | 
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No. 15, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.c. 
ESTABLISHED 1853. 
Capital Stock .. .. 1 one ~~ ~~ £400,000 
Debenture Stock ..  .o one one ++ £331,130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON. 


Forms of Propesal and full information eam be obtained at the Society's O fices. 
@. H. MAYNE, Seeretary. 





as a ae he gave distinction to his country. His life was a blessing 
to us all, 

The motion is granted. The resolutions of the Committee will be 
entered on the records of the Court. 








Companies, 
The Guarantee Society (Limited). 


The directors report that the net premium income amounts to 
£58,098 7s. 1d., as compared with £37,124 15s. 7d. in 1914. 
rhe income from investments (less tax) amounts to £8,210 15s. 6d., 
as compared with £7,764 11s. in 1914. 
Including the balance of £11,624 4s. brought forward from last year, 
the balance on profit and loss account, after providing for claims paid 
| and outstanding, commission, expenses of management, and other 
| charges, amounts to £30,168 9s. 7d., which has been carried forward. 
Taking the securities quoted on the Stock Exchange at 31st December, 
1915, at the middle prices of that day, and those not quoted (or still 
marked at minimum prices) on a 5 per cent. basis, the directors find 
| that the apparent depreciation shewn amounts to less than one-third of 
| the general reserve fund, independently of the amount carried forward 
from profit and loss account, 
led 








Law Students’ Journal. 
Calls to the Bar, 


The following gentlemen were called to the Bar on the 17th inst. :— 
Lincoin’s Inn.—l. F, Reuben. 
| Inner Tempie.—P. Quass, studentship awarded Trinity Term, 1915, 
| B.A., LL.B. Camb., and B.Sc. Lond.; R. Holt, B.A. Camb.; L. K. 
Kentwell, B.A. Oxford; V. H. Isaacs, B.A. Oxford; E. H. G. Roberts, 
B.A. Oxford ; R. C. Birkett, B.A. Oxford; A. A. N. Rikh, B.A. Oxford; 
J. A. Watson, B.Sc. Lond; E. M. de Beer; and A. Berman. 

MrppLe Tempte.—F,. W, Clark, M.D. (Durham); J. G. Noel; T. R. 
Johnson, 

Gray’s Inn.—S, C. H. Meyer; J. A. P. Rynd, a member of the 
| Irish Bar and of the Royal University of Ireland. 

The above list does not include the names of gentlemen who are not 
likely to practise in England. 








Obituary. 
Mr. Wyndham A. Smith. 


| Second Lieutenant Wynpnam ALexANpeR Smirn, Yeomanry, pre- 
viously reported missing, is now reported as having died in action on 
25rd April last, aged twenty-nine. He was educated at Mostyn House 
School, Parkgate, Cheshire,-and at Winchester College. He was 

| admitted a solicitor in 1910, and became a partner in the firm of Baker 
& Smith, solicitors, of Upton-on-Severn and Tewkesbury. Second 
Lieutenant Smith, who was the son of Mr. and Mrs, Wyndham Smith, 
of 3, Waterloo-road, Birkdale, leaves a widow. 


man has charm and another has it not it is hard, if not impossible, to | 


say. But in Mr. Gray's case I can (I think) put my finger on one 
trait which went far to explain the love which so many of us had for 


him. That was the absence of the ego. Carry your mind back for a | 


moment. Did you ever meet him when the conversation did not turn 
on matters which interested you and when the discussion was not from 
your point of view rather than his? 

In due time he received the usual academic honours. In addition he 
had the great happiness of having the work he had done appreciated 
in his lifetime by those among whom he lived. His fellows at the Bar 
made him president of the Boston Bar Association, and the graduates 
of his college made him president of the alumni. 

And so, full of honours and with troops of friends, he rounded out 


more years than the space of life allotted to man by the Psalmist. At | 


the Bar he achieved success, as a teacher of law he was pre-eminent, 





Mr. Cecil Wright-Ingle. 


30th April, aged thirty-two, was the second son of Mr. and Mrs. 
| Wright-Ingle, of Linkwood, Eastbourne, and late of The Woodhouse, 
| North Finchley. He was educated at Malvern and Pembroke College, 
Cambridge, where he took his B.A., and afterwards his M.A. degree. 
He entered the Middle Temple, and was called to the Bar in 1910. 
He enlisted in the 2nd Public Schools Battalion when first formed, and 
after serving several months in the ranks was given a commission in his 
own battalion. He was a keen cricketer and a good hockey player, being 
a member of the Southgate Hockey Club, and playing several times 
| for Middlesex. 


Lieutenant Cec. Hersert Wricut-Inote, Royal Fusiliers, killed on 
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Legal News. 
Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolution. 


Georce Horace Davin Cuitton, Guy Cuiton, and CLaupge ALAN 
Cuitton, solicitors (Chilton & Sons), 34, Baldwin-street, Bristol. 
March 7. Such business will be carried on in the future by the said Guy 
Chilton {Gazette, May 16. 


General. 


Monday’s Dutch newspapers devoted long leading articles to Sir 
Edward Grey’s statement to the correspondent of the Chicago Daily 
News on the aims of the Allies, which has made a deep impression in 
Holland. The 7'yd calls upon Germany to make a definite announce 
ment that will remove the great stumbling-block to all negotiations— 
namely, her refusal to make good the injustice done to Belgium. At 
the time of his statement to the American journalist Sir Edward Grey 
made a similar statement to the correspondent of the Danish paper 


Politiken. 


A Reuter’s mé ssage from Amsterdam. dated 12th May, says :— 
According to more detailed reports of the proceedings in the Reichstag, 
published in the Calogne Gazette, Dr. Liebknecht’s May Day appeal 
was not read to the House, but the reporter, Herr von Payer, gave 
the following account of it :—‘‘ The appeal summons the working men 
and working women no longer to tolerate the hell of war and the crime 
of human butchery, and says that only the people can terminate the 
war, and that it should no longer forge its own chains. All over Ger- 
many and in enemy countries workmen should raise the banner of class 
war, and men and women are urged anew to make a May Day protest 
against Imperialistic butchery. ‘To all humanity across the frontiers 
and battlefields a brotherly hand is extended, and the people area,sum- 
moned to war against our enemies—that is, not against our war enéMies, 
but against the Junkers, capitalists, and their executive committee, the 
German Government.”’ 


The American Ambassador recently received a deputation of members 
of the London Court of Arbitration, made up of five representatives 
of the Corporation of the City of London and nine representatives from 
the London Chamber of Commerce, to urge the extension of arbitration 
as a method of settling commercial disputes between the nationals of 
the United States of America and Great Britain and Ireland. Mr. 
Stanley Machin, the chairman of the Court, handed Mr. Page copies 
of correspondence which had passed between the Court of Arbitration 
and the New York Chamber of Commerce. which shewed that the latter 
body was strongly in favour of securing for British arbitration awards 
complete enforcement in the United States. The Ambassador said the 
United States Government had no control over the laws of the various 
States on such subjects, and the Department of State could therefore 
act in an advisory capacity only. He promised to present the facts 
submitted to the Secretary of State at Washington. 








Tue ‘Oxford ’’ Sectional Bookcase is the ideal one for anybody who 
is building up a library. It is splendidly finished, with nothing of the 
office stamp about it. The illustrated booklet issued by the manufac- 
turers, William Baker & Co., Ltd., The Broad, Oxford, may be 
obtained gratis, and will certainly prove interesting to book lovers.— 


(Advt.) 





The Property Mart 
Forthcoming Auctior Sales. 


May 25.—Messrs. Epwin Evans & Sons, at the Mart, at 2: 
holds (see advertisement, page il, this week). 

May 30, June 6, 20.—Mesers. HAMPTON & SONS, at ths Mart: Freeholds, &c. (see 
advertisement, front page, this week). 

June 7.—Meassrs. DkiIveR, Jones & Co,, at the County Hotel, Curlisie, at 2: 
Farmhouses and Homesteads (see advertisement, page ii, this week’. 

June 20.—Messrs. KNIGHT, FRANK & RUTLEY, at 20, Hanover-square, W.: Freehold 
Ground Rents (see advertisement, page li, this week). 

June 23.—Messrs. DANIEL SMITH, OAKLEY & GARRARD at the Mart, at 2: Freehold 
Warehouse (see advertisement, page ii, this week). 


Freeholds and Lease- 


Freehold 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
Rota OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date EMERGENCY APPEAL CouRT Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
¥ Rota. No. 1. NEVILLE. EVE. 

Monday May 22 Mr. Leach Mr. Jolly Mr. Borrer Mr. Church 
Tuesday ...... 23 Goldschmidt Greswell Leach Farmer 
Wednesday .. 24 Borrer Bloxam Greswell Goldschmidt 
Thursday 25 Synge Goldschmidt Jolly Leach 
Friday.... 26 Farmer Leach Bloxam Borrer 
Saturday .... 27 Church Borrer Synge Greswell 


LY REPORTER. May 20, 1916 


Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
: SARGANT. ASTBURY. YOUNGER. PETERSON. 

Monday May 22 Mr. Greswell Mr. Synge Mr. Bloxam Mr. Goldschmidt 
Tuesday ...... 23 Church Borrer Jolly loxam 
Wednesdey .. 24 Leach Jolly Synge Farmer 
Thursday . .. 25 Borrer Bloxam Farmer Church 
Fiiday.... .. @ Synge Goldschmidt Church Greswe)l 
Saturday .... 27 Jolly Farmer Goldschmidt Leach 








Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY, 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, APRIL 28. 


BROOKLYN MODEL LAUNDRY Co, Lrp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are 
required, on or before May 11, to send in their names and addresses, and particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Ernest E. Smith, F.U.A., 23, St. Swithin’s In, liqu:dator. 

DouGLAS GoRDON, LtD.—Creditors ar: required, on or before May 30, to send in their 
names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to Maurice Jenks, 6, 
Old Jewry, liquidator. 

EXCELSIOR ALUMINIUM SOLDER Co, LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION ). — Creditors are 
required, on or before June 16, to send in their names and addresses, and particulars 
of. their debts or claims, to Joshua Raiph Atkins, 14, St. Ann’s sq, Manchester, 
liquidator. , 

. J. Von Lagr & Co, Ltp.—Crediters are required, on or before May 26, to send their 
namesand addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Ernest Norton, 3, 
Crosby sq, liquidator. 

. W. Wray & Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before May 12, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particu'ars of their debts or claim;, to Alfred George 
Westacott and Trevor Davies, 155, Ferichurch st, liquidators 
KAP MANUFACTURING Co, Lip. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are 

required, on or before May 19, to send in their names and addresses, and particulars of 
their debts or o'aims, to David Livingstone Honeyman, 18, St. Swithin’s In, 
liquidat or. ~ 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazeite.—TUESDAY, May 2. 

SILVERHILL PictuRE Howse, Ltp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are 
required, on or before May 31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts and claims, to Robt. J. Soddy, 122, Termiaus rd, Eastbourne, liquidator. 

STEAMSHIP “ LaNCaSHIRE "CO, LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are 
required, on or before June 13, to send in their names and addresses, and the parti- 
eulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. Arthur George Oldam, The Temple, Dale st, 
Liverpool, liquidator. 

T. H. Hopgins & Son, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before May 28, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Jas. B. 
Wandles:, 13. Old Jewry chmbrs, liquidator. 

THE STANDARD StTorES, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before May 15, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars oftheir debts or claims, to Walter 
Francis Scott Armstrong, 57, Moorgate st, E.C., liquidator. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette—FRIDAY, May 5. 


Burnet & TEMPLE, LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are require? 
on or before Juve 3, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of 
their debits or claims, to Mr. Ernest Robert Watson, 54 Gresham st 
liquidator. 

CoLLos PORTLAND CEMENT CO, LtD.—Creditors are required, on or before June 19, to 
send their names and addressés, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
James Stewart, 70, Finsbury pvmt, liquidator. 

J. A. Portis & Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before June 14, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Charles Herbert Smith, 57, Colmore row, Birmingham, liquidator. 

LEWIS BERGER & SONS (AUSTRALIA), LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before May 31, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Arthur Charlesworth, 23, Copthall av, liquidator. 

PREMIER PHOTOGRAPHIC Co, LTD (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are 
required forthwith to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their 
debts or elaims, to H. Hackett, 44, Bedford row, liquidator, 

ROLFE MANUFACTURING Co, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before June 14, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particularsof their debts or claims, to 
Charles Herbert Smith, 57, Colmore row, Birmingham, liquidator. 

SILVER & Sons, LtD.—Creditors are required, on or before May 30, to send their names 

and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles Alfred Silver Vardy, 

Cliveden chmbrs, Maidenhead, or Frederic William Davis, 95-97, Finsbury pv, 

liquidators, 


7 


a 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, May 9. 


GARRITT & Oo, LtD.—Creditors are required forthwith to send their names and addresses, 
and the particulars of their debts or claims, to W. Boniface, 2, Clement’s inn, Strand, 
liquidator. 

Jou™ BAKER L1p, (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on or before 
May 17,)to send in their ‘names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Mr. William James Adnitt, Uriel House, New rd, Peterborough, liquidator. 

PETROLIFEROUS LANDS, LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION.)—Creditors are required, 
on or before June 30,to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Robert Hempsted Fowler, 6, Warnford ct, liquidator. _ 

THOMAS R. CooK, Ltp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION.)—Creditors are required, on or 
before June 10, to send by post, prepaid, to Messrs. Frederick Westcott and Herbert 
Alexander McCann, 8, Queen st, liquidators. \ 

Weston & GREEN, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before June 7, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Percy H. Henshaw, 
15, Long row, Nottingham, liquidator. 





Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette.—TUZsDAY, May 2. 


Goodall & Suddick, Ltd. 

West End Bowling Green Co, Ltd. 
Brooklyn Model Laundry Co, Ltd. 
Chas. Noel & Co, Ltd. 

Silverhill Picture House, Ltd. 


Dunlop Trading Co, Ltd. 

Serinha Rubber Estate, Ltd. 

City Theatres (Birmingham), Ltd. 
Ratinhol, Ltd. 

Amatongaland Rubber Corporation, Ltd. 





Grove Palace, Ltd. 


Ceara Rubber Estates, Ltd. 
Greenford Golf Club, Ltd. 
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of their 
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laims, to 


ir names 
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ddresses, 
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yr before 
debts or 
juidator. 
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of their 


|, on or 
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nd their 
enshaw, 





_ May 20, 1916 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 60.] 503 








—_ 


Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day OF CLAIM. 
London Gazette.—FRImDAY, May 5. 


APPLETON, WALTER, Reddish, Stockport, File Cutter June 24 Allen & Co, Manchester 

BARTON, FRANK WILLIAM, St George’s House, Eastcheap, Dried Fruit Broker June 30 
Strong & Bolden, Gracechurch st 

BaTRs, THOMAS, Sheffield June24 Branson & Son, Sheffield 

BENT, SAMURL, L'eytonstone, Essec June5 Rawlinson & Son, New Broad st 

BERRY, FAIRFAX,Gemersal, Yorks May 31 Cadman & Co, Gomersal, nr Leeds 

BLACKBURN, JOHN, Burnley Jun? 5 Simister, Stalybridge 

BLADES, SHERIFF, Spalding, Lincoln June 20 Harvey, Spalding 

Bricut, ELiza, Manningham, Bradford May 31 Atkinson, Snipley 

CLovueH, YounG, Harewood, Yorks, Farmer June 30 Harland & Plackett, Leeds 

QoHEN, ALFRED, Highiever rd, North Kensington, Traveller June 7 Isaacs & Co, 
Basinghall st 

CoLEs, GEOFFREY HoRSMAN, Lands End, Cornwall June 14 Baileys, & Co, Berners st 

COVERLEY, MARY MUSGRAVE, Eastbourne July! Blachford & Co, Walvrook 

Cross, RICHARD, Epsom, Surrey Junel Armstrong, Bank chmbrs, Furest Hill 

Dopps, MARY JANE,Newport, Mon June9 Roberts, Liverpool 

DOERNER, OSCAR JULIUS THEOBALD, Little Heath, Old Charlton 
Cannon st 

ELLEN, CHARLOTTE, Plaistow, Essex May 26 Kingsford & Co, Essex st 

EMERSON-TENNENT, ELEANOR Thurloe sq June 13 Sanderson & Son, Queen Vic- 
toria st 

EvANS, WILLIAM, Haverfordwest, Flannel Merchant June1l4 Eaton-Evans & Williams, 

averford west 

FILMER, Sir ROBERT MARCUS, Maidstone June 19 Treherne & Co, Bloomsbury sq 

FLooD, SARAH, Ramsgate June5 Eston & Sons, London Wall 

Fox, WILLIAM, Bradford May 25 Ratcliffe & Greenwood, Bradford 

FULLER, Sir JOHN MICHAEL FLEETWOOD, Bart, KCMG, Melksham, Wilts 
White, Bath 

GILEs, CHARLOTTE KELLOND, Plympton St Mary, Devon 

HANKINSON, SARAH, Ambleside, Westmorland June 9 

HARRISON, WILLIAM, Layer Marney, Essex, Farmer June 10 

HAWES, CHARLES FREDERICK, Hayes, Middix June i 
Ealing 

Haynes, HENRY_JAMES, Devonport, Plymouth June 2i Adams & Croft, Plymouth 

HicHAM, JaMES, Newport Pagnell, Bucks May 31 Greenwell & Co, Berners st 

HieHaM, Rose SARAH, Devonshire rd, Forest Hill, Kent May 31 Greenwell & Co, 
Berners st 

HILL, MaRrA, Ogbourne Saint George, Wilts June 17 

Hunt, Emma, Sheffield terr, Kensingtoa June 10 
Gray's inn 

Jones, EDWARD, Birkenhead, General Draper July 1 Jones & Rees, Liverpool 

KLESMANN, Ernest, Lewisham,Kent Travers-Smith & Co, Throgmorton av 

LAMPERTI, JOSEPHINE, Ufper George st, Portmansq May8l Rob nson &Co, Great 
Marlborough st 

LEVINSTEIN, IVAN, Hale,Chester June 15 A&G W Fox, Manchester 

LipscoMBE, JAMES, Eton, Bucks, Flydriver June2 Durnford & Gale, Windsor 

Logan, JAMES WILLIAM, Southsea, Hants, Photographer June7 Allen, Portsmouth 

MaLpEN, Emma Amy, New King’s rd, Fulham Junel Armstrong, Bank chmbrs, Forest 
Hill 

Morgs, MARIA MARTHA, Leamington June3 Wright & Co, Leamington 

Nosie, Sir ANDREW, KCB, Newcastle upon Tyne June 19 Dees & Thompson, New- 
castle upon Tyne ° 

PALMER, FRANCIS OASTLER, St Nicholas, nr Birchington, Kent June 12 Simpson & Co, 
Southwark st, London Bridge 

PARTRIDGE, ELIZA, Potters Bar, Middix July 2 Goldman, Southampton st, Bloomsbury 

PEeMBLE, WILLIAM, Capel, nr Tonbridge June 16 Buss & Levett, Tunbridge Wells 

PRTTMAN, JAMES, East Studdale, Kent June 5 Brown & Brown, Deal 

Riper, Rt Hon MATTHEW WHITE, Viscount Blagdon Northumberiand June19 Dees 
& Thompson, Newcastle upon Tyne 

ROBINSON, MARGARET, Leeds June 5 Milman, Batley 

SoROGGIB, ALFRED NEWMAN, Gloucester rd, Finsbury Park Yeast Merchant 
Griffith & Gardiner, 8t Swithin’s In 

SEATON, JAMES RigBY, Reddish, Lancs June4 Almond & Sons, Manchester 

Simpson, JOHN, Dorrington, nr Market Drayton S:lop, Farmer Janel Warren & Co, 
Market Drayton 

STEPHENSON, Dr JOSEPH BRISCOE, Ashford, Middx 
inn 6 

SupwortH, KaIZABaTH, Woodgrange rd, Forest Gate June 10 Carr & Co, Rood In 

TANNER, Major-General EDWARD, CB, Millbrook, nr Southampton June 5 Hopgood & 
Dowsons, Spring gdns 

TomMAs, ROBERT JACKSON, Solihull, Warwick, Colliery Agent June9 Walker & Meek, 
Birmingham 

WARD, CHARLES WILLIAM, Birkdale, Southport June5 Evans & Co, Liverpool 

WARREN, RICHARD, Seicombe, Cheshire June6 Spencer, Manchester 

' 


June 1 Richardson 


June 19 


Junel Kellocks, Totnes 
fiankinson & Son, Manchester 
White, Colchester 
Lloyd-Jones, Broadway, 


Pain, Marlborough 
Peacock & Goddard, South sq, 


June 1 


Carter & Carter, Gray's | 


June 2 | 





W2HAVER, EVELYN ANNIE, Ledsham, Chester Junel Thompson & Mathison, Birken- 
ea 

WILLIAMS, EDWARD CoLcoMBE, Brighton June 24 East, Basinghall st 

WILson, GEoRCE HENRY, Hainton, Lincoln, Estate Steward June 2 Wilson & Co 

Ktdd & Co 


Louth 
WORTIHNGTON, EDWARD, Thongsbridge, nr Huddersfield June 5 


Holmfirth 
London Gazette. —TUESDAY, May 9. 


ATKINS, HENRY JAmeés, Church Broughton, Derby June 15 Sale & Son, Derby 

BAILY, JOHNSON,Durham,MA June7 Mather & Dickinson, Newcastle upon Tyne 

BECKWITH, CHARLOTTE EMILY, Southport June 30 Wilmot & Hodge, Southport 

BECKWITH, MARY EMMA, Sonthport June 30 Wilmot & Hodge, Southport 

Brsso, ISAAC RAFFAEL, Manchester June3 Grundy & Co, Manchester 

BeWLBY, GEORGE ELLIoTT Lowes, East st, Walworth June 8 Hicks, Moorgate 
Station chmbrs 

CooKE, ALICE Mary, St Helier, Jersey 
Bloomsbury 

DAWSON, James, Clitheroe, Grocer July 1 

Day, SARAH, Beckenham rd Penge June 16 G & 
Holborn 

DIcK-CUNYNGHAM, Captain ROBERT HENRY, Sidmouth, |Devon June 4 Tatham & 
Lousads, Old Broad st 

Dopp, JOHN, Blackheath, Kent June1l2 Sandom & Co, High st, Deptford 

DOWNES, GEORGE WILLIAM, ‘iuildford, Cabinet Maker June 6 Wells, Guildford 

DRAKE, Captain JOHN CHARLES 1YRWHITT, Pontrilas, Hereford May 31 Humfrys & 
Symonds, Hereford 

DYER, EDWARD JOHN RICHARD, Solon, Punjab, |India, Brewer, and Distiller June 10 
Lyne & Holman, Great Winchester st 

DYKE, THOMAS, Sutton Montis, Somerset Junel Ffooks & Grimley, Greenhill, Sher- 
borne, Dorset 

EmpPraae, JAMES, George st, Euston rd, Financier June 5 Cree & Son, Gray's inn sq 

ForRSYTH on wy GEORGE MATTHIAS, Manches er, Merchant June 5 Grundy & Co, 
Manchester 

Fox, Gkoreére HENRY, Old Trafford, Manchester June 6 Needham, Manchester 

FRANKS, JOSEPH, Langtoft, Lincoln, Farmer June 10 Bell, Bourne, Lincs 

FRENCH, ISABELLA, Manche ter, Nurse June 1 Cobbett & Co, Manchester 

GAL#, THOMAS, Twickenham, Solicitor June 15 Rodyk & Co, Aldermanbury 

HALL, FANNY LovUISA, Mauby Rectory, nr Louth, Lincs July 31 Hallowes & Carter, 
Bedford row 

HANDLEY, ERNEST, Gailey, Staffs, Farmer 

HARKNESS, HELEN BURKE Brown, Bath June 24 Taylor & Co, Gresam st 

HESKET?, ANNIE, Plumpton, Cumberland June 1 Little & Uo, Penrith 

Hupson, CASseyY, Sheffield June 18 Bennett, Sheffield 

JENKINS, DAVID, Fallowfield, Manchester, Railway Cauvasser May 15 
Manchester 

LANGDON, LAWRENCE, Broughton, nr Stockbridge, Hants 
Winchester 

Lusty, HANNAH JANE, Cheltenham June 21 Earengey & Pruen, Cheltenham 

Lusty, THOMAS, Cheitenham, Ironmonger June 21 Earengey & Pruen, Cheltenham 

MACGARRITY, Rev EUGENE, Ryhope, Durham June 9 Wright & Co, Seaham Harbour 

MADGE, CHARLES ORR, Plymouth June17 Bond & Pearce, Plymouth 

McEWEN, MARY ELLEN, Southport June 30 Wilmot & Hodge, Southport 

MONAGHAN, Rev PATRICK, Rainford, Lancs June 6 Davies, St Helens 

Moss, LOUISA CATHERINE, Hastings June 12 Martin & Son, Gravesend 

MUDD, THOMAS, Hartlepool, Engineer June 20 Bell, West Hartlepool 

NEVILLE, WILIIAM, Slough, Bucks June7 Cahill, Basinghall st 

NICHOLSON, MARSHALL, Leeds June 10 Haigh, Leeds 

OSBORNE, MARY, Redland, Bristol June6 Bush & Bush, Bristol 

PLEWS, MARY, Sinderby, nr Thirsk, Yorks June 1 “Hirst & Capes, Harrogate 

PLUMB, CHARLES, Swavesey, Gambridge June 7 Copley, St Ives, Hants 

SAILLARD, PHILIP FELIX RENAUD, Crawley, Sussex, Ostrich Feather Manufacturer and 
Merchant June 24 Gamble, Finsbury pymt 

SAYCE, FANNY, New Barnet, Herts Junej7 Poole, Barnet, Herts 

— CHARLOTTE, Lady Murgaret rd, Kentish Town June 6 Ward, Verulam 

dgs 

STEVENSON, EMMA, New Basford, Notts June12 Clifton & Co, Nottingham 

STROUD, aaa LOUISA KING, St Albans, Herts June 15 Thompson & Debenhams 
St Albans 

TAYLOR, ELIZABETH, Teddington June 24 Laundy & Co, Bedford st, Strand 

THOMPSON, ALFRED, St Albans, Herts June13 Ottaway, St Albans 

VINE, ROSALIA, Eastbourne June 1 Hart & Co, Eastbourne 

WALLER, MARY ANN, Codicote, Herta May 31 Hawkins & Co, Hitchin, Herts 

WALSH, JOHN, Littleborough, Lancs, Draper Junel Bromley & Son, Todmorden 

WATERHOUSE, JONATHAN, Glossop, Derby, Joiner June 9 Wilson, Glossop 

WATSON, Capt GEOFFREY LAUNCELOT, Westholme, Vancouver, British Columbla May 
81 Greenwell & Co, Berners st ° 

WEIR, WALTER, Etchinghan Park rd, Finchley, Accountant June 10 Robins & Co, Bank 
chmbrs, Hormsey 

WELLINGS, SAMUEL POPE, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Plumber and Decorator 
Cooper & Co, Newcastle, Staffs 

WHITLAM, THOMAS, Sutton-cum-Lound, Notts Aug5 Mee &Co, Retford 

WILLIAMS, DAVID, Hengoed,Glam June19 Horley, Cardiff 

WoOoDWARD, DINAH, Grasslot, Maryport, Cumberland June2il Crerar, Maryport 

WRIGHT, ELIZA Mary, Dover June 30 Walker & Co, Theobalds rd 


June 1 Dalston & Co, Southampton at 


Bald win & Co, Clitheroe 


G Keith, Southampton st 


May 20 Hand & Co, Stafford 


vaudrey & Co, 


June 21 Warner & Kirby, 


June 9 











THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


24, BMOORGATSE 


STREDT, LOnMDowW, 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 
SPHCIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation, 


ee Clauses for imsertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent on 
4pplication. 


POOLING INSURANCE. 
The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURCLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 


APPLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, May 9. 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


ATKIN, FREDERICK, Stockton on Tees, Painter 
on Tees Pet May3 Ord May 3 

BARSINGHAM, JAMES, Reeth, nr Richmond, Yorks, Carrrier 
Northallerton Pet May3 Ord May 3 

CREASEY, HAROLD, Romford, Essex, Farmer 
Pet Feb 29 Ord May 5 

DAVIES, JANE, Yatradfelite, 
Aprili9 Ord May 4 

PooTson, WALTER, Herne Bay, Corn Merchant 
bury Pet May4 Ord Mayé4 

ENGLAND, GEORGE AYRTON FosTER, Long Preston, Yorks, 
Textile Manager Bradfo-d Pet May5 (rd May 5 

GILL. CHARLES PELLEY, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Licensed 
Victualler Newport Pet Aprill4 Ord may 4 

Lex, JoHN CLAYSON, Sandwich, Kent, Coal Merchant 
Canterbury Pet Vay 4 Ord May 4 

LEE-WARNER, LAUNCELOT DANIEL St PTIMUS, Cambridge 
st, Warwick sq High Court Pet Oet 29 Ord May 3 

Morris, Heraert Eunest, Brooklands, nr Mancheste’, 
Insurance Broker Manchester Pet Mar 10 Ord 
May 4 

NIMAN, JULIAN LzEow, Hightown, Manehester, Pictu e 
House Proprietor Salford Pet May 4 Ord May 4 

ROWELL, ROBERT, Crmberwell grove High Court Pet 
Decl Ord May 5 

SINNETT, JAMES, Macclesfield, Fruit Merchant 
field Pet May 5 Ord May 5 

WAKELAM, WILLIAM JOHN, Short Heath, nr Wolverhamp- 
ton, Lock Manufacturer Wolverhampton Pet May 4 
Ord May 4 

WakBuRTON, THOMAS, Warrington, Butcher 
Pet May6 Ord May 6 

WELLESLEY, CHRISTIAN ARTHUR, 
Kingston, Surrey Pet April 18 

WILKINSON, ALFRED, Leeds, Butcher 
Ord May 4 

Woop, Henry CLARKSON, Dewsbury, 
Dewsbury Pet May 6 Ord May 6 


Stockton 


Chelms‘crd 


Brecknock Neath Pet 


Canter- 


Maccles- 


Warrington 


Hersham, 
Ord May4 
Leeds 


Surrey 
Pet May 4 


Hay Dealer 


London Gazette—Fripay, May 12. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 


BARR, WILLIAM Bryce, West Hanningfield, Essex, Work- 
ing Foreman Chelmsford Pet May 8 Ord May 8 

BUTTERFIELD, LOT, Boothtown, Halifax, Innkeeper Hali- 
fax Pet May10 Ord May 10 

Essex, TOM RICHARD, Agar st, Strand, Builder 
Court Pet Jan26 Ord May 2 

FELLOWS, FREDERICK RoseERt, Clacton on Sea, Tobacco- 
nist Colchester Pet April18 Ord May 10 

Jackson, WILLIAM Henry, Crewe, Licensed 
Nantwich Pet May8 Ord May8 

JONES, SARAH'ANNE, Lianrwst, Denbighshire 
Pet May 10 Ord May 10 

OTTERY, WILLIAM SAMUEL, Bournemouth, Butcher 
Pet May 8 Ord May 8 

PRITCHARD, JAMES, Myddleton st, Clerkenwell, Cabinet 
Maker High Court Pet Mayyv Ord May 9 

ROBERTS, DAVID PHILIP, Twynrodyn, Merthyr Tydfil, 
Coachbuilder Merthyr Tydfil Pet'May9 Ord May9 

SMITH, AARON, Timperley, Chester, Coal Merchant Man- 
chester, Pet May 10 Ord May 10 

STEV+NS, ELIJAH, Florence rd, New Cross, Insurance Agent 
Greenwich Pet Aprill5 Ord May 9 

STOKES, WILFRED JOHN, Bilston, Staffe, 
Wolverhampton Pet May 9 Ord May 9 

STONB, ARTHUR, Selby, Yorks, Builder York 
Ord May 9 

TURNEY, Harry, Leighton Buseard, 
Luton Pet May 10 Ord May 10 

WALDRON, HARRY, Worcester, Refreshment House Keeper 
Worcester Pet April26 Ord May 6 


FIRST MEETINGS, 


ATKIN, FREDERICK, Stockton-on-Tees, Painter 
at 3 Off Rec, Court chmbre, Albert rd, 
borough 

BARNINGHAM, JAMES, 
Carrier May 19 at 12 
rd, M ddlesborough 

BIsHor, CHARLES, Gidea Pk, Essex 
Bedford row 

COLE, HENRY THOMAS, Bransgore, Hants, Coal M: rehant 
May 19 at1l2 Off Ree Midland Bank chmbrs, High 
st, Southampton 

COOPER, CHARLES JOHN, 
May 19at 12 

Essex, Tom RICHARD, Agar st, Strand, Builder 
12 Rankruptcy b'dgs, Carey st 

JACKSON, WILLIAM HENRY. Crewe, Licensed Hawker, 
May 19 at 12 Off Kec, King st, Newcastle, tt fford- 
shie 

JAMES, CHARLES PxrRcy, Goverton, 
Draper's Manager May 19at 11 
Park st, Nottingham 

OTTERY, WILLIAM SAMUEL, Bournemouth, Butcher May 
22 at 2.30 Dorchester chmbrs (frst floor), Yelvertcn 
rd, Bournemouth 

PuILLips, H J Pembroke Dock, Grocer 
Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 

PRITCHARD, JAMES, Myddleton st, Clerkenwell Cabinet 
Maker May 24 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

STEVENS, ELiJau, Florence rd, New Cross, Insurance 
Agent May 19 at 11 132, Yorkrd, Westmi. ster 
Bridge rd 

STOKES, WILFRED JOHN, 
May 23 at 12 


High 


Hawker 
Portmadoc 


Poole 


Milk Vendor 
Pet May 9 


Hardware Dealer 


May 19 
Middles- 


Reeth, vr Richmond, Yorks, 
Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert 


May 19 at 1130 14, 


Chippenham, Cambs, Grocer, 
Off Rec, 5, Petty Cury, Cambiege 
May 23 at 


Bleasby, Notts, 
Off Rec, 4 Castle pl, 


May 19 at 12.30 


Bilston, Staffs, Milk Vendor 
Off Rec, 30, Lichfield st, Wolverhamp- 


ton 
STONE, ARTHUR, Selby, Yorks, Builder May 23at 3 Off 
Rec, Tre Red House, Duncombe pl, York 
TAYLOR, FRANCIS GRAFTON, and Lyons TaYLor, Kingham, 
ya me Nurseryman May 19 at 12 1,8t Aldates, 
x‘ore 








HEAD 


THE 


London City & Midland Bank Limited 


OFFICE: 
5, THREADNEEDLE STREET, E.C. 





PAID-UP CAPITAL - 
RESERVE FUND - 
ADVANCES, etc. - 
DEPOSITS - - - 





3ist DECEMBER, 1915. 
SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL - 


FOREIGN BRANCH: 8, 


£22,947,804 
4,780,792 
4,000,000 
65,921,541 
147,750,702 
FINCH LANE, E.C. 








WALDRON, Harry, Worcester, Refreshment House Keeper 
May 22at11 Off Rec, 11, Copenhagenst, Worcester 


WARBURTON, THOMAS, Warrington, Butcher May 19 at | 


3.30 Off Ree, Byrom st, Manchester 
W HITEHEAD, W RIGHT, sen, Hurst, Ashton under Lyne, Coal 
Merchant! May 19at3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
Woop, Henry CLARKSON, Dewsbury, Hay Dealer May 19 
atl) Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, Dewsbury 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


BARR, WILLIAM Bryce, West Hanningfield, Essex, Work- 
ing Foreman Chelmsford Pet May8 Ord May8 
BEK, Boris RovstaM, Shoe Lane, Journalist High Court 

Pet Jan 10 Ord May 9 
BuppEN, Horace, Bournemouth, Merchant Tailor Poole 
Pet April 26 Ord May 8 
BUITERFIELD, Lot, Boothtown, Halifax, Innkeeper, Hali- 
fax Pet May 10 Ord May 10 
COLE, Henry THOMAS, Bransgore, Hants, Coal Merchant 
Poole Pet May6 Ord May 8 
EMANUEL, E, 8t James'ssq HighCourt Pet Jan 19 
May 9 
FROHLICH, JOSEPH DAVID, Braxted pk, Streatham, Tai!or 
High Court Pet April19 Ord Mav 10 
JACKSON, WILLIAM HENRY, (rewe, Licensed Hawker 
Nantwich Pet May8 Ord May8 
JAMESON, RoBERT BARNECUTT Blackwell, Worcester, Tim- 
ber Merchant Bi:mingham Pet Mar28 Ord May 8 
JOHNSTON, JOSEPH NICHOLSON, Yeovi!, Somerset, Architect 
Yeovil Pet April 12 Ord May 10 
JONES, SARAH ANNE, Lianrwst, Denbighshire Portmadoc 
Pet May 10 Ord May 10 
OTTERY, WILLIAM SAMUEL, Bournemouth, Butcher Poole 
Pet May8 Ord May 8 
PRITCHARD, JAMES, Myddleton st, Clerkenwell, Cabinet 
Maker High Court Pet May9 Ord May 9 
ROBERTS, DAVID PHILIP, Twynrodyn, Merthyr Tydfil, 
Coachbuilder Merthyr Tydfil Pet May 9 Ord 
May 9 
RocHE, REDMOND, Piccadilly High Court 
Ord May 10 
SINGH, RoBIN E, North End rd, West Kensirgton, Barrister 
atlaw High Court Pet Feb8 Ord May8 
SMITH, AARON, Timperley, Chester, Coal Me: chant 
chester Pet May 10 Ord May 10 
SMITH, FREDERICK Rowe, and EmILy ALICE 
Woodstock st, Oxford st, Ccal, Merchants 
Court Pet Feb7 Ord May 8 
STEEL, SIDNEY, East India Dock rd High Court Pet 
Mars Ord May 8 
STOKES, WILFRED JOHN, Biiston, Staffs, Milk Vendor 
Wolverhampton Pet May9 O d May 9 
STONE, ARTHUR, Selby, Yorks, Builder York Pet May 9 
Ord May 9 
TURNNEY, HARRY, Leighton Bussard, Hardware Dea'‘er, 
Luton Pet May10 Ord May 10 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, May 16, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
BLAND, GEORGE WILLIAM, Windscr, 
Windsor Pet May1l Ord May 11 
CARPENTER, EVAN, Ipswich, Surveyor 
Mari10 Ord May 11 
COCKSEDGE, ANNIE CoNSTANCE, North Audley st, 
Court Pet May 12 Ord May 12 
CONNOLD, RUSSELL ERNEST, Canterbury 
Pet May 11 Ord May 11 
COWARD, (CLARENCE EVERARD, and ADA 
COWARD, Shelf, nr Halifax, Farmers Halifax 
May 12 Ord May 12 
HovuGuHTON, ARTHUR LEOPOLD, Palmerston cres, Palmer's 
Green, Commercial Traveller High Court Pet May 12 
Ord May 12 
JACKSON, JOHN JosEPH, Colchester, Furniture Dealer 
Colehesier Pet May 13 Ord —_ 13 
LAUGHTON, HERBERT ERNEST, Northampt«n, Dairyman 
Northampton Pet May13 Ord May 13 
Spicer, Ernest, Deal, Kent, Motor Engineer Canterbury 
Pet May 1l Ord May 11 
TOPHAM EDWARD, Hanley, Staffs, Cooper Hanley Pet 
High 


Ord 


Pet Aprii 17 


Man- 


SMITH, 
High 


Tobacconist 
Pet 
High 


Croydon 


Canterbury 


FRANCES 
Pet 


April17 Ord May 11 

WALL, |GREENE and Co, Leadenhall st, Merchants 
Ccurt Pet Marl Ord May 1 

WILKINSON, HERBERT, Blackpool, Hosiery Manufacturer 
Purnicy Pet May il Ord May 11 

WILLIS, CLAUDE HAROLD Skus¥F, St Stephen's Houre, 
Westminster, Der.tal Mechanician High Court Pet 
Feb 29 Ord May 11 


WOOLF, SAMUEL, and FREDERICK HURLSTON WOODWARD, 
Oxford st, Costume Manufacturers High Court Pet 
May 13 Ord May 13 


RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED AND PETITION 
DISMISSED. 


GIBBONS, STEPHEN GRANT, Threadneedle st, Bank Clerk 
High Court Rec Ord Mar 29 PetMar3 Res and Dis 
May 9 

FIRST MEETINGS. 


BARR, WILLIAM Bryok, West Hanningfield, Essex, Work- 
ing foreman May 24 at 11.30 14, Bedford row 

BUTTERFIELD, Lot, Bocthtown, Halifax, Innkeeper May 
23.at11.15 County Court house, Prescott st, Halifax 

CARPENTER, EVAN, Ipswich, Surveyor May 24 at 11 132, 
York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 

COCKSEDGE, ANNIE CONSTANCE, North Audley st W 
25 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

COWARD, CLARENCE EVERARD, and ADA FRANCES COWARD, 
Shelf, nr Halifax, Farmers May 23at11.45 County 
Court heuse, Prescott st, Halifax 

FELLOWS, FREDERICK Ropert, Clacton on Sea, Tobac- 
conist May 23at3 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipsw ch 

HOUGHTON, ARTHUR LEOPOLD, Palmerston cres, Palmer's 
Green, Commercial Traveller May 26 at 12 Bank- 
ruptcy b dgs, Carey st : 

JACKSON, JOSEPH, Norton, Durham, Innkeeper May 26 at 
11.30 Off Reo, Court chmbrs, Albert 1d, Miidles- 
brough 

JOHNSTON, JOSEPH NICHOLSON, Yeovil, Arehitect May 23 
at2 Off Rec, City chmbrs Catherine st, Sal sbury 

LANGDON, HAROLD, Minehead, Somerset, Contractor 
May 24 at 2.30 Plume of Feathers Hotel, Mine! ead 

NIMAN, JULIAN LEON, Hightown, Manchester, Picture 
House Proprietor May 25at3 Off Rec, Byrom st, 
Manchester 

ROBERTS, DAVID PHILIP. Twynyrcdyn, Merthyr Tydfil, 
Coachbui'der May 25 at 12 Off Rec, County Court, 
Town Hall, Merthyr Tydfil 

SINNETT, JAMEs, Macclesfield, Fruit M-rchant May 2 
at 12 Off kec, 23, King Edward st, Macclesfield 

SMITH, AARON, Timperley, Cheshire Coa! Merchant 
25 at 3.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

WALL, GREENE & Co, Leadenhall st, Merchants 
at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

WILLIs, CLAUDE HAROLD SKUSE, St Stephen's House, West- 
minster, Dental Mechanician May 24 at 11 Bank- 
ruptcy bldga, Carey st 

WOOLF, SAMUEL and FREDERICK HURLST ‘(N WOODWARD, 
Oxford st, Costume Manufacturers May 25 at ll 
Bankruptcy bides, Carey st 


ADJUDICATIONS, 


ANDREWS, Grorok, Cardiff, Builder Cardiff Pet April 
18 Ord May 12 

BLAND, GEORGE WILLIAM, Windsor, Tobacconist 
Winds: r Pet Mayll Ord May 11 

BROWN, WALTER, Higher Broughton, Manchester, In‘ur- 
anceAgenut falford Fet April 5 Ord May 11 

CONNOLD, RUSSELL ERNEST, Canterbury Canterbury 
Pet May 11 Ord May M 

COWARD, CLARENCE EVERARD, and ADA FRANCES COWARD, 
Shelf, nr Halifax, Farmers Halifax Pet May %2 
Ord May 12 } 

HOUGHTON, ARTHUR LEOPOLD, Palmerston cres, Palmers 
Green, Commercial Travller High Court Pet 
May 12 Ord May 12 

JACKSON, JoHN JosEPH, Colchester, Furniture Dealer 
High Court Pet May 13 Ord May 13 

LANDSBOROUGH, THOMAS. Marsh, Huddersfield, Wholesale 
Clothier Huddersfield Pet Jan 14 Ord May 11 

LAUGHTON, HERBERT ERNEST, Northampton, Dairyman 
Northampton, Pet May13 Ord May 13 e 

PERKINS, THOMAS HoRN, Southampton, Company Direc 
tor Southampton Pet Mar28 Ord May 10 ; 

SPICER, ERNEST, Deal, Kent, Motor Engineer Canterbury 
Pet Mayill Ord Mayll 

STEVENS, ELIJAH, Florence rd, New Cross, Insurance Agent 
Greenwich Pet April15 Ord May 12 

TOOMER, HERBERT, folkestone, folicitcr 
Pet Feb7 Oid May 11 

WILKINSON, HERBERT, Blackpeo', Hosiery Manufacturer 
Burnley Pet May ll Ord May 11 


ADJUDICATION ANULLED. 
SMITH, LIONEL RUSSELL, Eri h, Tobacco Dealer Rochester 
Adjud Noy2 1907 A.nul May 10, 1916 


May 


May 
May 2 


High Court 








